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Title  3 — The  President 

EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11793 

Designation  of  certain  officers  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture 
to  act  as  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture 

Under  and  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  3347  of 
title  5  and  section  301  of  title  3  of  the  United  States  Code,  and  as  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  of  America,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

Section  1.  In  case  of  the  absence,  sickness,  resignation,  or  death  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  Under  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  an 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture  or  the  General  Counsel  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  in  such  order  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may 
from  time  to  time  prescribe,  shall  act  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  If  no 
such  order  of  succession  is  in  effect  at  that  time,  they  shall  act  as  Secre¬ 
tary  in  the  order  in  which  they  shall  have  taken  office  as  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  or  General  Counsel. 

Sec.  2.  Executive  Order  No.  10481  of  August  15,  1953,  entitled  “Des¬ 
ignation  of  Certain  Officers  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  Act  as 
Secretary  of  Agriculture”,  is  hereby  revoked. 

The  White  House, 

July  10,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-161 15  Filed  7-10-74  ;2 : 53  pm] 
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keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  VII— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
SUBCHAPTER  C— SPECIAL  PROGRAMS 
PART  775— FEED  GRAINS 

Subpart — Feed  Grain  Program  for  Crop 
Years  1974-1977 

Qualification  Requirements 

Part  775  of  Chapter  VII  of  Title  7  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  subpart 
“Feed  Grains  Program  for  Crop  Years 
1974-1977“  as  set  forth  below.  This  new 
subpart  prescribes  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  producers  on  farms 
for  which  a  feed  grain  allotment  is 
established  may  qualify  for  payments 
under  the  program. 

Sec. 

775.1  General. 

775.2  Definitions. 

775.3  Administration . 

775.4  1974  national  feed  grain  allotment. 
775.4a  1975  national  feed  grain  allotment. 
776.4b  1976  national  feed  grain  allotment. 
776.4c  1977  national  feed  grain  allotment. 

775.5  Establishment  of  the  1974  State  feed 

grain  allotments. 

776.5a  Establishment  of  the  1975-1977  State 
feed  grain  allotments. 

776.6  Establishment  of  the  1974  county 

feed  grain  allotments. 

775.6a  Establishment  of  the  1975-1977 
county  feed  grain  allotments. 

776.7  Farm  feed  grain  allotment. 

775.8  County  program  yields. 

776.9  Farm  yields. 

775.10  Payment  rates. 

T76.ll  Notice  of  allotments  and  yields. 

776.12  Reconstitution  of  farms. 

776.13  Requirements  for  eligibility. 

775.14  Intention  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 

gram. 

776.15  Determination  of  compliance. 

775.16  General  payment  provisions. 

775.17  Deficiency  payments. 

775.18  Disaster  payments. 

775.10  Division  of  payments  and  additional 
provisions  relating  to  tenants  and 
sharecroppers. 

776.20  Successors- In -Interest. 

775.21  Misrepresentation  and  scheme  or 

device. 

775.22  Setoffs  and  assignments. 

77633  Appeals. 

77534  Performance  based  upon  advice  or 
action  of  county  or  State  com¬ 
mittee. 

776  35  Supervisory  authority  of  State  com¬ 
mittee. 

77636  Delegation  of  authority. 

Authority  :  The  provisions  of  this  Bubpart 
issued  under  sec.  105,  87  Stat.  230  (7  UJ3.C. 
1441  note). 

|  775.1  General. 

(a)  The  regulations  In  this  subpart 
provide  terms  and  conditions  for  the 


feed  grain  program  for  the  1974  through 
1977  crops  of  feed  grains,  respectively, 
under  which  producers  on  farms  for 
which  an  allotment  is  established  for 
com,  grain  sorghum,  or  barley  (herein 
called  “feed  grains”)  may  qualify  for 
payments  authorized  under  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

(b)  If  the  operator  of  the  farm  elects 
to  participate  in  the  program,  he  and 
other  producers  on  such  farm  may 
qualify  for  payments  only  if  an  Intention 
to  Participate  and  Report  of  Acreage 
(herein  called  “Form  580”)  is  filed  for 
the  farm  by  the  operator  in  accordance 
with  §  775.14. 

(c)  In  accordance  with  section  101  of 
the  Agricultural  Act  of  1970,  as  amended, 
and  the  regulations  in  Part  795  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended,  the  total  amount 
of  payments  which  a  person  shall  be  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  annually  under  the  feed 
grain  program,  the  wheat  program,  and 
the  upland  cotton  program  shall  not 
exceed  $20,000. 

(d)  In  accordance  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  Part  796  of  this  chapter,  pay¬ 
ments  are  prohibited  to  program  partici¬ 
pants  who  harvest  or  knowingly  permit 
to  be  harvested  for  illegal  use  marihuana 
or  other  such  prohibited  drug-producing 
plants  on  any  part  of  the  lands  owned 
or  controlled  by  them. 

(e)  The  program  is  applicable  through¬ 
out  the  United  States  except  Hawaii  and 
Alaska. 

§  775.2  Definitions. 

In  the  regulations  in  this  subpart  and 
In  all  instructions,  forms,  and  documents 
In  connection  therewith,  the  words  and 
phrases  defined  in  this  section  shall  have 
the  meaning  assigned  to  them  herein 
unless  the  content  or  subject  matter 
otherwise  requires. 

(a)  “Annual  nonconserving  crop” 
means  any  annual  crop  Intended  for 
harvest  and  produced  for  market  or  feed 
except  for  the  following: 

(1)  Grasses,  regardless  of  use. 

(2)  Legumes  other  than  peas  or  beans 
produced  for  seed,  grain,  or  processing. 

(3)  Com,  grain  sorghums,  barley,  or 
wheat  not  defined  as  feed  grain  or  wheat 
acreage. 

(4)  Small  grains  (other  than  barley 
or  wheat)  destroyed  by  any  means  or 
used  for  other  than  grain  by  the  certifi¬ 
cation  date. 

(5)  Other  crops  grazed  to  the  extent 
they  cannot  be  harvested. 

(b)  “Barley  acreage”  means: 

(1)  Any  acreage  planted  to  barley, 
and  any  acreage  of  volunteer  barley 
which  will  be  harvested  as  grain,  ex¬ 
cluding: 

(1)  Any  acreage  of  barley  approved 


as  a  conservation  use  In  Part  792  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended. 

(ii)  Any  acreage  of  barley  destroyed 
by  any  means  or  .  used  for  other  than 
grain  by  the  certification  date,  unless 
destruction  Is  by  natural  causes  and  the 
operator  requests  in  writing  that  it  be 
Included  as  barley  acreage. 

(2)  Any  acreage  devoted  to  a  mixture 
of  crops  if  the  county  committee  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  predominant  crop  is  bar¬ 
ley  and  such  acreage  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  as  being  barley  acreage. 

(c)  “Certification  date”  means  the 
certification  date  as  set  forth  In  Part  718 
of  this  chapter,  as  amended. 

(d)  “Com  acreage”  means: 

(1)  Any  acreage  planted  to  field  com 
or  sterile  high -sugar  com,  excluding : 

(1)  Any  acreage  of  com  approved  as  a 
conservation  use  in  Part  792  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended; 

(ii)  Any  acreage  of  com  destroyed  by 
any  means  or  used  for  other  than  grain 
or  silage  by  the  certification  date,  unless 
destruction  is  by  natural  causes  and 
the  operator  requests  In  writing  that  It 
be  Included  as  com  acreage; 

(2)  Any  acreage  devoted  to  a  mixture 
of  crops  If  the  county  committee  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  predominant  crop  is  corn 
and  such  acreage  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  par¬ 
agraph  as  being  com  acreage. 

(e)  “Conservation  Reserve  Program” 
(herein  called  CRP)  means  the  program 
authorized  under  the  Soil  Bank  Act,  as 
amended,  Part  750  of  this  chapter,  as 
amended. 

(f)  “Cropland  Adjustment  Program” 
(herein  called  CAP)  means  the  pro¬ 
gram  authorized  under  Title  VI  of  the 
Food  and  Agriculture  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  Part  751  of  this  chapter,  as 
amended. 

(g)  “Cropland  Conversion  Program” 
(herein  called  CCP)  means  the  program 
authorized  under  section  16(e)  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended,  Part  751  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended. 

(h)  “Current  year”  means  the  calen¬ 
dar  year  in  which  the  feed  grain  crop 
with  respect  to  which  payment  may  be 
made  under  this  subpart  would  nor¬ 
mally  be  harvested. 

(i)  “Feed  grain  acreage”  means  the 
sum  of  the  com,  grain  sorghum,  and 
barley  acreages  on  the  farm. 

(j)  “Feed  grain  planted  and  consid¬ 
ered  planted  acreage”  means  the  sum  of 
the  com,  grain  sorghum,  and  barley 
acreages  as  defined  In  paragraphs  (b), 
(d),  and  (k)  of  this  section,  and: 

(1)  Any  acreage  which  the  county 
committee  determines  was  not  planted 
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to  feed  grains  or  failed  because  of 
drought,  flood,  or  other  natural  disaster 
or  condition  beyond  the  control  of  the 
operator; 

(2)  Any  acreage  credited  as  feed  grain 
acreage  (except  for  new  farms)  under 
the  provisions  of  Part  719  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  as  amended; 

(3)  Any  acreage  planted  and  consid¬ 
ered  planted  to  wheat  under  Part  728 
of  this  chapter,  as  amended,  in  excess  of 
the  allotment  which  Is  not  credited  to 
cotton  (except  acreage  which  the  county 
committee  determines  was  not  planted 
to  wheat  because  of  drought,  flood,  or 
other  natural  disaster  or  condition  be¬ 
yond  the  control  of  the  operator) :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  wheat  In  excess  of  the  allot¬ 
ment  shall  not  be  considered  as  planted 
to  feed  grains  for  purposes  of  i  775.7 
(d) (4) ; 

(4)  Any  acreage  planted  and  consid¬ 
ered  planted  to  cotton  under  Part  722 
of  this  chapter,  as  amended.  In  excess 
of  the  allotment  which  Is  not  credited 
to  wheat  (except  acreage  which  the 
county  committee  determines  w&s  not 
planted  to  cotton  because  of  drought, 
flood,  or  other  natural  disaster  or  con¬ 
dition  beyond  the  control  of  the  opera¬ 
tor)  :  Provided,  That  cotton  in  excess  of 
the  allotment  shall  not  be  considered 
as  planted  to  feed  grains  for  purposes  of 
5  775.7(d)(4);  and 

(5)  Any  other  acreage  planted  to  an¬ 
nual  nonconserving  crops,  excluding 
acreage  of  allotment  crops  within  the 
applicable  allotment,  which  Is  not 
credited  to  cotton  or  wheat:  Provided, 
That  such  nonconserving  crops  shall  not 
be  considered  as  planted  to  feed  grains 
for  purposes  of  5  775.7(d)  (4). 

(k)  "Grain  sorghum  acreage”  means: 

(l)  Any  acreage  planted  to  grain  sor¬ 
ghums  of  a  feed  grain  or  dual  purpose 
variety  (including  any  cross  which,  at 
all  stages  of  growth,  has  most  of  the 
characteristics  of  a  feed  grain  or  dual 
purposes  variety)  and  any  acreage  of 
sweet  sorghums  used  for  silage  ( hay  1  age 
is  a  form  of  silage),  excluding: 

(1)  Any  acreage  of  grain  sorghums 
approved  as  a  conservation  use  In  Part 
792  of  this  chapter,  as  amended; 

(ii)  Any  acreage  of  grain  sorghums 
destroyed  by  any  means  or  used  for 
other  than  grain  or  silage  by  the  certi¬ 
fication  date,  unless  destruction  Is  by 
natural  causes  ano  the  operator  requests 
in  writing  that  It  be  Included  as  grain 
sorghum  acreage; 

(2)  Any  acreage  devoted  to  a  mixture 
of  crops  If  the  county  committee  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  predominant  crop  is  grain 
sorghums  and  such  acreage  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (k)  (1)  of  this 
section  as  being  grain  sorghum  acreage. 

(l)  "Great  Plains  Conservation  Pro¬ 
gram”  means  the  program  authorized 
under  section  16(b)  of  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended,  Part  601  of  this  title,  as 
amended. 

(m)  “Total  feed  grain  allotment” 
means  the  sum  of  the  feed  grain  allot¬ 
ments  established  for  corn,  grain  sor¬ 
ghums,  and  barley  for  the  farm,  except 


that  each  allotment  shall  be  excluded 
that  is  partially  or  completely  diverted 
under  the  CAP  or  CCP. 

(n)  "Upland  Cotton  Program”  means 
the  program  authorized  under  Title  VI 
of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1970,  Part  722 
of  this  chapter,  as  amended. 

(o)  “Wheat  Program”  means  the  pro¬ 
gram  authorized  under  Title  IV  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1970,  Part  728  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended. 

(p)  In  the  regulations  in  this  subpart 
and  in  all  instructions,  forms,  documents 
in  connection  therewith,  all  other  words 
and  phrases  shall  have  the  meanings  as¬ 
signed  to  them  in  the  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  reconstitution  of  farms  and  allot¬ 
ments,  Part  719  of  this  chapter,  as 
amended. 

§  775.3  Administration. 

(a)  The  program  will  be  administered 
under  the  general  supervision  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service  (ASCS),  and 
shall  be  carried  out  in  the  field  fay  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
State  and  county  committees  (herein 
called  “State  and  county  committees”) 
and  the  ASCS  Data  Systems  Field  Office. 

(b)  State  and  county  committees,  the 
ASCS  Data  Systems  Field  Office,  and 
representatives  and  employees  thereof 
do  not  have  authority  to  modify  or  waive 
any  of  the  provisions  of  the  regulations 
in  this  subpart,  as  amended  or  supple¬ 
mented. 

§  775.4  1974  national  feed  grain  allot¬ 

ment. 

Note:  For  text  of  this  section,  see 

38  FR  35294. 

§  775.4a  1975  national  feed  grain  allot¬ 

ment. 

To  be  issued  as  an  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

§  775.4b  1976  national  feed  grain  allot¬ 

ment. 

To  be  issued  as  an  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

§  775.4c  1977  national  feed  grain  allot¬ 

ment. 

To  be  issued  as  an  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

§  775.5  Establishment  of  the  1974  State 
feed  grain  allotments. 

Note:  For  text  of  this  section,  see 

39  FR  9446. 

§  775.5a  Establishment  of  the  1975— 
1977  State  feed  grain  allotments. 

The  1975-1977  State  feed  grain  allot¬ 
ments  are  established  by  apportioning 
the  national  feed  grain  allotment  to  the 
States  on  the  basis  of  each  State’s  feed 
grain  allotment  established  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year,  adjusted  for  (a)  the  admin¬ 
istrative  transfer  of  farms  between 
States,  (b)  decreases  resulting  from 
farms  no  longer  engaged  in  agricultural 
production,  farms  dropped  from  the 
eminent  domain  pool,  farms  losing  allot¬ 
ment  for  failure  to  plant,  and  farms  vol¬ 
untarily  relinquishing  their  allotment, 
and  (c)  Increases  resulting  from  acreage 


allocated  to  old  feed  grain  farms  from 
the  national  feed  grain  pool.  State  feed 
grain  allotments  are  available  for  In¬ 
spection  in  State  and  county  ASCS 
offices. 

§  775.6  Establishment  of  the  1974 

county  feed  grain  allotments. 

Note. — For  text  of  this  section,  see  39 
FR  9446. 

§  775.6a  Establishment  of  the  1975— 

1977  county  feed  grain  allotments. 
The  1975-1977  county  feed  grain 
allotments  are  established  by  apportion¬ 
ing  each  State’s  feed  grain  allotments 
(less  reserves  of  not  to  exceed  1  per 
centum  of  the  State  feed  grain  allotment 
for  new  farms  and  reserves  for  appeals 
and  corrections)  among  the  counties  in 
the  various  States  on  the  basis  of  each 
county’s  feed  grain  allotment  established 
for  the  preceding  year,  adjusted  for  (a) 
the  administrative  transfer  of  farms  be¬ 
tween  counties,  (b)  acreage  allocated  to 
new  farms  from  the  State  reserve,  (c) 
acreage  removed  from  farms  no  longer 
engaged  in  agricultural  production, 
farms  dropped  from  the  eminent  domain 
pool,  farms  losing  allotment  for  failure  to 
plant,  and  farms  voluntarily  relinquish¬ 
ing  their  allotment,  and  (d)  such  other 
relevant  factors  as  determined  necessary 
by  the  State  committee  to  establish  a 
fair  and  equitable  apportionment  base 
for  the  county.  County  feed  grain  allot¬ 
ments  are  available  for  inspection  in  the 
county  ASCS  offices. 

§  775.7  Farm  feed  grain  allotment. 

(a)  How  obtained.  Except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  this  section,  the  allotment 
for  each  of  the  commodities — corn,  grain 
sorghums,  and  barley — shall  be  the  aver¬ 
age  of  the  1959  and  1960  acreages  of  the 
commodity  produced  on  the  farm,  based 
upon  information  available  to  the  county 
committee,  as  adjusted  by  the  county 
committee  to  correct  for  abnormal  fac¬ 
tors  affecting  production,  and  to  give  due 
consideration  to  tillable  acreage,  crop- 
rotation  practices,  types  of  soil,  soil  and 
water  conservation  measures,  and  topog¬ 
raphy.  On  farms  with  recognized  his¬ 
tory  of  irrigated  and  nonirrigated  feed 
grain  acreage  in  the  base  period  for  es¬ 
tablishing  yields,  the  allotment  for  each 
applicable  commodity  shall  be  estab¬ 
lished  separately  for  the  irrigated  acre¬ 
age  and  for  the  nonirrigated  acreage. 
Separate  allotments  for  irrigated  acreage 
and  for  nonirrigated  acreage  shall  not 
be  established  for  farms  where  irrigation 
is  used  only  in  drier  years.  Allotments 
determined  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  approved  by  a  representative  of 
the  State  committee. 

(b)  Adjustment  authorized  by  Admin¬ 
istrator.  The  Administrator,  ASCS,  may, 
upon  request  of  the  State  committee,  au¬ 
thorize  the  State  committee  to  adjust  any 
feed  grain  allotment  for  farms  within 
the  State  to  the  extent  necessary  to  es- 
establish  fair  and  equitable  feed  grain 
allotments  within  such  State. 

(c)  Farms  with  no  1959  and  1960  his¬ 
tory.  A  farm  shall  not  qualify  for  pay¬ 
ments  under  the  program  if  there  was 
no  feed  grain  acreage  on  the  farm  in 
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1959  and  1960  unless  (1)  cropland  on  the 
farm  was  In  the  conservation  reserve 
program  or  the  great  plains  conservation 
program  during  one  or  both  of  the  years 
1959  and  1960  and  either  the  conserva¬ 
tion  reserve  program  contract  or  the 
great  plains  conservation  program  con¬ 
tract  is  no  longer  in  effect  for  all  or 
part  of  such  land,  (2)  one  or  more  feed 
grains  were  grown  in  1957  or  1958  and  a 
feed  grain  allotment  was  established  in 
accordance  with  S  775.212(c)  (2)  of  the 
1963  feed  grain  program  regulations,  or 
(3)  a  new  farm  allotment  is  established 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  or  in  a  previous  year  under 
a  comparable  provision  of  the  feed  grain 
program  regulations. 

(d)  New  farm,  allotment. — (1)  Writ¬ 
ten  application.  The  county  committee, 
with  the  approval  of  the  State  commit¬ 
tee,  shall  establish  an  allotment  (herein 
called  "new  farm  allotment”)  for  each 
eligible  farm  for  which  an  allotment  is 
requested  in  writing  by  February  15  of 
the  current  year.  Each  request  shall  be 
made  by  the  farm  owner  or  operator  on 
Form  MQ-25,  Application  for  New  Farm 
or  Producer  Allotment,  Base,  or  Quota, 
which  shall  contain  statements  as  to 
location  and  identification  of  the  farm, 
name  and  address  of  the  farm  operator, 
and  other  data  necessary  to  enable  the 
county  committee  to  determine  whether 
the  conditions  of  eligibility  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section  have 
been  met. 

(2)  Eligibility  requirements  for  owner 
or  operator.  Eligibility  for  a  new  farm  al¬ 
lotment  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the 
following: 

(i)  Allotment  for  farm.  The  farm  does 
not  otherwise  qualify  for  a  feed  grain 
allotment  for  any  commodity. 

(ii)  Interest  in  another  farm.  Neither 
the  farm  owner  nor  the  farm  operator 
owns,  has  an  ownership  interest  in,  or 
operates  any  other  farm  in  the  United 
States  for  which  a  feed  grain  allotment 
is  established  for  the  current  year. 

(iii)  Availability  of  equipment  and 
facilities.  The  operator  has  adequate 
equipment  and  other  facilities  readily 
available  for  the  successful  production 
of  the  crop  on  the  farm. 

(iv)  Income  requirement.  The  opera¬ 
tor  expects  to  obtain  during  the  current 
year  more  than  50  percent  of  his  Income 
from  the  production  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  or  products  from  farming. 

(a)  Computing  operator’s  income.  The 
following  shall  be  considered  in  comput¬ 
ing  operator’s  income: 

(1)  Income  from  farming.  Income  from 
farming  shall  include  the  estimated  re¬ 
turn  from  the  production  of  the  requested 
allotment  and  from  home  gardens,  live¬ 
stock  and  livestock  products,  poultry,  or 
other  agricultural  products  produced  for 
home  consumption  or  other  use  on  the 
farm(s),  but  shall  exclude  payments  au¬ 
thorized  under  the  feed  grain  program. 

(2)  Income  from  nonfarming.  Non¬ 
farming  Income  shall  Include  but  shall 
not  be  limited  to  salaries,  commissions, 
pensions,  social  security  payments  and 
unemployment  compensation. 


<  3)  Spouse’s  income.  The  spouse’s  farm 
and  nonfarm  income  shall  be  used  in  the 
computation. 

(b)  Operator  a  partnership.  If  the  op¬ 
erator  is  a  partnership,  each  partner 
must  expect  to  obtain  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  his  current  year  income  from 
farming. 

(c)  Operator  a  corporation.  If  the  op¬ 
erator  is  a  corporation,  it  must  have  no 
major  corporate  purpose  other  than 
ownership  or  operation  of  the  farm. 
Farming  must  provide  its  officers  and 
general  manager  with  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  their  expected  income.  Salaries 
and  dividends  from  the  corporation  shall 
be  considered  as  income  from  farming. 

( d )  Special  provision  for  low-income 
farmers.  The  county  committee  may 
waive  the  income  provisions  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  provided  the  county  committee 
determines  that  the  farm  operator’s  in¬ 
come,  from  both  farm  and  nonfarm 
sources,  will  not  provide  a  reasonable 
standard  of  living  for  the  operator  and 
his  family,  and  a  State  committee  repre¬ 
sentative  approves  such  action.  In  waiv¬ 
ing  the  income  provisions  the  county 
committee  must  exercise  good  judgment 
to  see  that  such  determination  is  reason¬ 
able  in  the  light  of  all  pertinent  factors, 
and  that  this  special  provision  is  made 
applicable  only  to  those  who  qualify.  In 
making  such  determination,  the  county 
committee  shall  consider  such  factors  as 
size  and  type  of  farming  operations, 
estimated  net  worth,  estimated  gross 
family  farm  income,  estimated  family 
off-farm  income,  number  of  dependents, 
and  other  factors  affecting  the  indi¬ 
vidual’s  ability  to  provide  a  reasonable 
standard  of  living  for  himself  and  his 
family. 

(3)  Eligibility  requirements  for  the 
farm.  The  eligibility  requirements  for 
the  farm  are  as  follows: 

(i)  Available  land,  type  of  soil,  and 
topography.  The  available  land,  type  of 
soil,  and  topography  of  the  land  on  the 
farm  must  be  suitable  for  the  production 
of  the  commodity,  and  continuous  pro¬ 
duction  must  not  result  in  an  undue 
erosion  hazard. 

(ii)  Allotment  reduced  to  zero  at  the 
farm  owner’s  request.  At  least  3  years 
must  have  elapsed  from  the  date  the 
allotment  is  reduced  to  zero  at  the  farm 
owner’s  request,  as  authorized  in  para¬ 
graph  (f)  of  this  section,  to  the  date  the 
request  for  a  new  farm  allotment  is 
considered. 

(ill)  Eminent  domain.  A  farm  which 
Includes  land  acquired  by  an  agency 
having  the  right  of  eminent  domain  for 
which  the  total  feed  grain  allotment  was 
pooled  pursuant  to  Part  719  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended,  which  Is  subse¬ 
quently  returned  to  agricultural  produc¬ 
tion,  shall  not  be  eligible  for  a  new  farm 
allotment  for  a  period  of  3  years  from 
the  date  the  former  owner  was  displaced. 

(iv)  Entire  allotment  designated  by 
owner  for  a  reconstitution.  A  farm  which 
Includes  land  which  has  no  allotment  be¬ 
cause  the  owner  did  not  designate  an 
allotment  for  such  land  when  the  parent 
farm  was  reconstituted  pursuant  to  Part 
719  of  this  chapter,  as  amended,  shall 


not  be  eligible  for  a  new  farm  allotment 
for  a  period  of  3  years  beginning  with 
the  year  in  which  the  reconstitution  be¬ 
came  effective. 

t4)  Limitations. — (i)  Feed  grain  acre¬ 
age  planned.  The  county  committee  shall 
limit  the  allotment  to  the  smaller  of  the 
allotment  requested  or  the  feed  grain 
acreage  planned  for  the  farm  for  the 
current  year. 

(ii)  Reserve.  The  total  new  farm  allot¬ 
ments  approved  in  a  State  in  the  current 
year  shall  not  exceed  a  reserve  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  State  committee  of  not  more 
than  1  percent  of  the  total  feed  grain 
allotments  for  all  farms  in  the  State.  No 
part  of  that  1  percent  shall  be  allocated 
to  a  farm  to  reflect  new  cropland  brought 
into  production  after  November  30,  1970. 

(iii)  Current  year  feed  grain  acreage. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
this  subpart,  if  the  feed  grain  planted  and 
considered  planted  acreage  for  the  year 
a  new  farm  allotment  is  established  is 
less  than  90  percent  of  the  allotment,  (a) 
the  allotment  for  such  year  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  to  the  acreage  planted  and  con¬ 
sidered  planted  to  feed  grains  and  pay¬ 
ments  computed  on  the  basis  of  such 
reduced  allotment  and  (b)  the  total  feed 
grain  allotment  for  the  succeeding  year 
shall  be  limited  to  the  acreage  planted 
and  considered  planted  to  feed  grains  in 
the  prior  year.  Allotments  by  commod¬ 
ities  for  the  succeeding  year  shall  be 
established  in  proportion  to  the  acreage 
devoted  to  each  feed  grain  in  the  prior 
year. 

(5)  Cancellation  of  new  farm  allot¬ 
ment  for  misrepresentation.  If  a  new 
farm  allotment  is  established  and  it  is 
later  determined  by  the  county  commit¬ 
tee  that  the  applicant  unknowingly  fur¬ 
nished  incomplete  or  inaccurate  infor¬ 
mation  the  allotment  shall  be  canceled 
effective  for  the  next  crop  year.  If  it  is 
determined  that  the  applicant  knowingly 
furnished  incomplete  or  inaccurate  in¬ 
formation  and  the  State  committee  con¬ 
curs  in  the  county  committee  determina¬ 
tion,  the  allotment  shall  be  canceled  as 
of  the  date  Issued. 

(e)  Restrictive  lease  adjustment.  An 
allotment  determined  under  the  preced¬ 
ing  provisions  of  this  section  shall,  for 
the  current  year  only,  be  adjusted  down¬ 
ward  to  the  acreage  permitted  under  a 
restrictive  lease  on  land  owned  by  the 
Federal  Government.  An  allotment  as 
otherwise  determined  under  the  preced¬ 
ing  provisions  of  this  section  shall  re¬ 
main  subject  to  reduction  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (f)  of  this  section. 

(f )  Reduced  allotments.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  other  provisions  of  this  subpart, 
feed  grain  allotments  shall  be  reduced 
as  follows: 

(1)  Permanent  reductions,  (i)  The  al¬ 
lotment  shall  be  reduced  (a)  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  requested  in  writing  by  the  farm 
owner  not  later  than  the  date  established 
by  the  State  committee  and  (b)  to  the 
extent  acreage  of  cropland  on  the  farm 
is  permanently  removed  from  agricul¬ 
tural  production,  as  determined  by  the 
county  committee. 

(A)  If  the  current  year’s  feed  grain 
planted  and  considered  planted  acreage 
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Is  less  than  90  percent  of  the  total  feed 
grain  allotment,  the  feed  grain  allotment 
for  the  succeeding  year  shall  be  reduced 
by  the  percentage  by  which  the  planted 
and  considered  planted  acreage  is  less 
than  the  total  feed  grain  allotment  for 
the  current  year,  but  such  reduction  shall 
not  exceed  20  percent  of  the  total  feed 
grain  allotment.  In  making  any  such  re¬ 
duction,  commodity  allotments  shall  be 
reduced  proportionately.  If  the  feed  grain 
planted  and  considered  planted  acreage 
is  zero  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
total  feed  grain  allotment  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  to  zero.  However,  no  feed  grain 
allotment  shall  be  reduced  or  lost 
through  failure  to  plant  if  all  producers 
elect  by  the  certification  date  to  limit 
the  acres  for  deficiency  payment  to  the 
feed  grain  planted  and  considered 
planted  acreage  as  provided  in  I  775.16 
(f). 

(ill)  The  1974  feed  grain  allotment 
*hAfl  be  reduced  to  the  extent  the  sum 
of  allotments  for  all  commodities  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  cropland  for  the  farm,  unless 
the  operator  requests  in  writing  that  the 
reduction  be  in  the  upland  cotton  allot¬ 
ment  or  wheat  allotment. 

(2)  Reductions  for  current  year.  The 
following  reductions  shall  be  made  by 
reducing  the  smallest  allotment  first  and 
continuing  in  order  of  the  size  of  the 
allotment,  unless  the  operator  requests 
in  writing  that  the  reduction  be  in  a  dif¬ 
ferent  order. 

(i)  Reduce  feed  grain,  wheat,  and  up¬ 
land  cotton  allotments  each  year,  begin¬ 
ning  in  1975,  to  the  extent  the  sum  of 
allotments  for  all  commodities  exceeds 
the  cropland  for  the  farm. 

(ii)  Reduce  1974  feed  grain,  wheat, 
and  upland  cotton  allotments  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  the  stun  of  allotments  for  these 
commodities  exceeds  the  cropland  which, 
under  normal  conditions,  could  reason¬ 
ably  be  expected  to  produce  an  allotment 
crop. 

(iil)  Reduce  feed  grain  and  wheat  al¬ 
lotments  each  year,  beginning  in  1975. 
to  the  extent  the  sum  of  feed  grain  and 
wheat  allotments  exceeds  the  cropland 
which,  under  normal  conditions,  could 
reasonably  be  expected  to  produce  an 
allotment  crop. 

(iv)  Reduce  feed  grain,  wheat,  and  up¬ 
land  cotton  allotments  that  are  not  par¬ 
tially  or  completely  diverted  under  the 
CAP  or  CCP,  to  the  extent  they  total 
more  than  the  number  of  acres  of  non¬ 
conserving  crops  permitted  under  the 
CAP  or  CCP. 

(g)  National  pool.  Allotments  elimi¬ 
nated  from  farms  under  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (f )  of  this  section  and  acre¬ 
age  removed  from  the  eminent  domain 
pool  pursuant  to  Part  719  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  as  amended,  shall  be  placed  in  a 
national  pool  for  distribution  and  adjust¬ 
ments  in  accordance  with  instructions 
issued  by  the  Deputy  Administrator. 

§  775.8  County  program  yields. 

County  program  yields  for  the  current 
year  are  determined  for  each  feed  grain 
producing  county  in  the  United  States, 
except  for  counties  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 


They  are  determined  on  the  basis  of  the 
yields  established  for  the  county  for  the 
preceding  crop  with  such  adjustments  as 
are  determined  necessary  to  provide  fair 
and  equitable  yields.  The  county  program 
yields  for  the  current  year  are  available 
for  inspection  in  the  county  ASCS  office. 

§  775.9  Farm  yields. 

(a)  Determining  yields.  The  per  acre 
farm  yield  for  com,  grain  sorghums,  and 
barley  shall  be  the  county  yield  for  the 
commodity,  adjusted  to  reflect  the  farm 
productivity  for  the  commodity  and 
established  in  accordance  with  instruc¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor. 

(b)  Yield  reduction.  For  the  purpose 
of  determining  eligibility  for  and  amount 
of  low  yield  payment  as  provided  in 
1  775.18(b),  the  established  yield  shall 
be  reduced  in  accordance  with  Instruc¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor  to  reflect  any  reduction  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  year  yield  which  la  due  to  causes 
other  than  a  natural  disaster  or  con¬ 
dition  beyond  the  control  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer,  such  as  a  change  in  farming 
practices. 

§  775.10  Payment  rates. 

Payment  rates  shall  be  established 
separately  for  deficiency  payments  and 
for  disaster  payments. 

(a)  Deficiency  payment  rates.  The 
per  bushel  rate  for  com  shall  be  the 
amount  by  which  the  higher  of  (1)  the 
national  weighted  average  market  price 
received  by  farmers  during  the  first  five 
months  of  the  marketing  year  beginning 
October  1  or  (2)  the  national  average 
loan  rate  established  for  com  is  less 
than  the  established  price  of  $1.38  per 
bushel  in  the  case  of  1974  and  1975 
crops,  $1.38  per  bushel  adjusted  to  re¬ 
flect  any  change  during  the  calendar 
year  1975  in  the  index  of  prices  paid  by 
farmers  for  production  items,  interest, 
taxes,  and  wage  rates  in  the  case  of  the 
1976  crop,  and  the  established  price  for 
the  1976  crop  adjusted  to  reflect  any 
change  during  the  calendar  year  1976  in 
such  index  in  the  case  of  the  1977  crop: 
Provided,  That  any  Increase  that  would 
otherwise  be  made  In  the  established 
price  to  reflect  a  change  in  the  index  of 
prices  paid  by  farmers  shall  be  adjusted 
to  reflect  any  change  in  (1)  the  national 
average  yield  per  acre  of  feed  grains  for 
the  three  calendar  years  preceding  the 
year  for  which  the  determination  is 
made,  over  (ii)  the  national  average 
yield  per  acre  of  feed  grains  for  the  three 
calendar  years  preceding  the  year  previ¬ 
ous  to  the  one  for  which  the  determina¬ 
tion  is  made.  Per  bushel  rates  shall  be 
established  in  like  manner  for  grain 
sorghum  and  barley  based  on  marketing 
years  beginning  October  1  for  grain 
sorghum  and  July  1  for  barley,  and  on 
prices  established  each  program  year. 
The  established  prices  for  the  1974  pro¬ 
gram  year  are  $1.31  per  bushel  for  grain 
sorghum  and  $1.13  per  bushel  for  barley. 

(b)  Disaster  payment  rates.  The  per 
bushel  rate  for  each  feed  grain  shall  be 
equal  to  the  larger  of  the  deficiency  pay¬ 
ment  rate  or  one-third  of  the  established 


price.  Disaster  payment  rates  for  the 
1974  program  year  are  $.46  per  bushel 
for  com,  $.44  per  bushel  for  grain 
sorghums,  and  $.38  per  bushel  for  bar¬ 
ley. 

§  775.11  Notice  of  allotments  and  yields. 

Each  operator  interested  in  the  feed 
grain  crop  on  a  farm  for  which  a  feed 
grain  allotment  is  established  shall  be 
notified  in  writing  of  the  allotment  and 
established  yield  per  acre  for  com,  grain 
sorghums,  and  barley,  as  applicable: 
Provided,  That  the  notice  shall  not  be 
mailed  to  any  producer  who  has  filed  a 
written  request  that  he  not  be  furnished 
the  notice  but  It  shall  be  filed  with  the 
producer’s  request  in  the  county  office. 
The  producer  may  withdraw  his  request 
at  any  time;  however,  during  the  period 
a  request  is  in  effect,  the  producer  shall 
be  considered  as  having  been  timely  and 
correctly  notified  of  the  contents  jof  this 
notice.  Such  notices  will  be  on  Form 
ASCS-476,  Notice  of  Allotments  and 
Yields,  (herein  called  "Form  476”). 

§  775.12  Reconstitution  of  farms. 

Farms  shall  be  reconstituted  and  feed 
grain  allotments  established  therefor  in 
accordance  with  Part  719  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  as  amended.  Yields  for  farms  which 
are  reconstituted  after  yields  are  orig¬ 
inally  established  shall  be  determined  as 
follows: 

(a)  Combination.  Multiply  the  com¬ 
modity  allotment  by  the  yield  for  each 
parent  farm,  and  divide  the  sum  of  the 
results  for  all  parent  farms  by  the  sum 
of  allotments  for  the  commodity  on  the 
parent  farms. 

(b)  Division.  Determine  a  yield  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  9  775.9.  The  weighted 
average  yields  for  all  the  farms  resulting 
from  the  division  are  limited  to  the  yield 
for  the  parent  farm,  except  for  rounding. 

§  775.13  Requirements  for  eligibility. 

(a)  General.  A  person  is  eligible  for 
the  program  if  he  is  a  producer  on  a 
farm  which  meets  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  and  he  ful¬ 
fills  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section. 

(b)  Farm  requirements.  (1)  A  Form 
580  must  be  filed  for  the  farm  by  the 
operator  in  accordance  with  9  775.14. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  any  farm  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  CAP  or  CCP,  the  acreage 
of  feed  grains  and  other  nonconserving 
crops  shall  not  exceed  the  number  of 
acres  of  nonconserving  crops  permitted 
under  the  CAP  or  CCP. 

(3)  Land  owned  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  shall  be  ineligible  for  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  program  if  it  is  (i)  leased 
subject  to  restrictions  prohibiting  the 
production  of  feed  grains,  or  requiring 
the  use  of  land  for  other  purposes,  or 
prohibiting  the  receipt  of  program  pay¬ 
ments,  (ii)  occupied  without  a  lease,  per¬ 
mit,  or  other  right  of  possession,  (iii)  in 
a  national  wildlife  refuge,  or  (iv)  cov¬ 
ered  by  a  lease  which  was  renewed  or 
executed  after  March  22, 1973,  unless  the 
land  was  acquired  by  an  agency  having 
the  right  of  eminent  domain,  and  leased 
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back  to  the  former  owner  with  uninter¬ 
rupted  possession. 

(4)  Producers  on  a  farm  acquired  for 
future  development  for  purposes  other 
than  agricultural  production  shall  not 
be  eligible  for  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
gram,  unless  the  county  committee  de¬ 
termines  that  the  farm  is  actively  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  crops  for 
harvest  other  than  hay,  sod,  ornamen¬ 
tals,  or  timber. 

(c)  Producer  eligibility  requirements. 
(1)  The  producer  must  be  a  person  who 
as  landowner,  landlord,  tenant,  or  share¬ 
cropper  shares  in  the  com,  grain  sor¬ 
ghums,  or  barley  produced  in  the  current 
year  (or  the  proceeds  therefrom)  on  a 
farm  meeting  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graph  Ob)  of  this  section  or  would  have 
shared  in  one  or  more  of  these  com¬ 
modities  if  feed  grains  had  been  pro¬ 
duced  on  such  farm  in  the  current  year. 

(2)  A  minor  will  be  eligible  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  program  only  if  (1)  the  right 
of  majority  has  been  conferred  on  him 
by  court  proceedings;  or  (ii)  a  guard¬ 
ian  has  been  appointed  to  manage  his 
property  and  the  applicable  documents 
are  signed  by  the  guardian;  or  (ill)  a 
bond  is  furnished  under  which  a  surety 
guarantees  to  protect  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  from  any  loss  in¬ 
curred  for  which  the  minor  would  be 
liable  had  he  been  an  adult.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  foregoing,  payment  may  be 
made  to  a  minor  after  December  31  of 
the  current  year  upon  a  determination 
by  the  county  committee  that  the  minor 
has  met  the  requirements  of  the  program. 

§  775.14  Intention  to  participate  in  die 
program. 

(a)  Who  may  file.  A  Form  580  must  be 
filed  by  the  operator  of  an  eligible  farm 
in  order  that  he  and  other  producers  on 
the  farm  may  participate  in  the 
program. 

(b)  Where  to  file.  Form  580  shall  be 
filed  with  the  office  of  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
county  where  the  farm  is  located. 

(c)  When  to  file.  Form  580  shall  be 
filed  within  the  period  authorized  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator.  Harvesting  a  feed 
grain  prior  to  filing  Form  580  shall  make 
producers  on  the  farm  ineligible  for  feed 
grain  disaster  payments  but  shall  not 
disqualify  them  for  deficiency  payments. 

(d)  Revision.  Any  Form  580  filed  for 
a  farm  before  it  is  reconstituted  shall  be 
cancelled  and  the  farm  operator  notified 
of  the  cancellation.  He  may  file  a  new 
Form  580  by  the  latter  of  the  closing  date 
or  15  days  after  the  mailing  date  of  such 
notice  of  reconstitution. 

§  775.15  Determination  of  compliance. 

(a)  Determination  of  the  acreage  de¬ 
voted  to  feed  grains  and  other  annual 
nonconserving  crops  shall  be  made  in 

•  accordance  with  Part  718  of  this  chapter, 
as  amended. 

(b)  A  representative  of  the  county 
committee  or  the  State  committee  or  any 
authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  have  the  right  at  any  reason¬ 
able  time  to  enter  a  farm,  concerning 
which  representations  have  been  made 
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on  any  forms  filed  under  the  program, 
in  order  to  measure  the  acreage  planted 
to  feed  grains  and  other  annual  noncon¬ 
serving  crops,  to  examine  any  records 
pertaining  thereto,  and  otherwise  to  de¬ 
termine  the  accuracy  of  a  producer’s 
representation  and  the  performance  of 
his  obligations  under  the  program. 

§  775.16  General  payment  provisions. 

(a)  Issuance.  Payments  of  any 
amounts  due  the  producers  on  a  farm 
shall  be  made  only  after  they  sign  an 
Application  for  Payment  (herein  called 
“Form  580-2”),  and  the  payments  are 
approved  by  the  county  committee  or  by 
an  authorized  representative  thereof.  A 
Form  580-2  signed  after  May  1  of  the 
year  following  the  current  year  shall  not 
be  accepted  by  the  county  committee 
unless  prior  approval  of  the  State  com¬ 
mittee  is  obtained. 

(b)  Failure  to  fully  comply.  Except  as 
otherwise  provided  herein  and  in  Part 
791  of  this  chapter,  as  amended,  payment 
shall  not  be  made  for  a  farm  or  to  a 
producer  when  there  is  failure  to  comply 
fully  with  the  regulations  in  this  sub¬ 
part. 

(c)  Payment  due  producer.  Subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  payment  limitation 
regulations  in  Part  795  of  this  chapter, 
as  amended,  the  total  earned  payment 
due  each  eligible  producer  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  determined  by  multiplying 
the  total  earned  payment  for  the  farm 
by  the  producer’s  share  of  such  payment. 

(d)  Payment  declined.  If  a  producer 
declines,  for  personal  reasons,  to  accept 
all  or  any  part  of  his  share  of  the  pay¬ 
ment  computed  for  a  farm  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  such 
payment  or  portions  thereof  shall  not 
become  available  for  any  other  producer 
cm  the  farm. 

(e)  Idle  farms.  Producers  on  a  farm 
not  used  for  the  commercial  production 
of  crops  or  livestock  on  cropland,  or  from 
which  only  sod,  ornamentals,  or  timber 
are  harvested  shall  not  be  eligible  for 
program  payments  when  the  feed  grain 
allotment  is  preserved  with  vegetative 
cover  as  authorized  by  the  regulations  in 
Part  719  of  this  chapter,  as  amended. 

(f)  Allotment  protection.  Producers 
otherwise  eligible  for  payment  may  elect 
by  the  certification  date  to  limit  the 
acres  for  deficiency  payment  to  the  feed 
grain  planted  and  considered  planted 
acreage  hi  order  to  protect  the  feed  grain 
allotment  from  reduction  due  to  failure 
to  plant.  The  acres  for  payment  shall  be 
proportionate  to  each  commodity  of  the 
allotment. 

(g)  Unearned  payments.  Payments  to 
any  producer  which  exceed  the  total  pay¬ 
ment  he  earns  under  the  program  with 
respect  to  any  farm  shall  be  refunded 
to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
and,  if  for  any  reason  such  earned  pay¬ 
ment  is  zero,  he  shall  pay  interest  at 
the  rate  of  6  percent  per  annum  on  the 
amount  of  the  refund  from  the  issue 
dates  of  the  sight  drafts  to  the  date  the 
payments  are  refunded.  The  provisions 
of  the  foregoing  sentence  requiring  the 
payment  of  Interest  when  no  payment  is 
earned  shall  not  apply  if  the  producer 
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earns  any  wheat  or  upland  cotton  pay¬ 
ments  for  the  farm. 

§  775.17  Deficiency  payments. 

(a)  Deficiency  payments  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  multiplying  the  allotment 
for  each  commodity  by  the  applicable 
farm  yield  established  as  provided  in 
§  775.9  and  by  the  applicable  per  bushel 
rate  determined  in  accordance  with 
§  775.10(a) :  Provided,  That  no  deficiency 
payment  shall  be  made  for  any  part  of 
the  allotment  times  the  yield  for  which 
a  disaster  payment  is  made. 

(b)  Deficiency  payments  will  be  made 
to  producers  as  soon  as  practicable  after 
March  1  following  the  current  year. 

§  775.18  Disaster  payments. 

Producers  may  qualify  for  disaster 
payments  only  when  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  determines  that  prevented  plant¬ 
ing  or  a  low  yield  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  section  occurs  because  of 
drought,  flood,  or  other  natural  disaster 
or  when  the  Deputy  Administrator  deter¬ 
mines  that  prevented  planting  or  a  low 
yield  occurs  because  of  a  condition  be¬ 
yond  the  control  of  the  producer.  Disas¬ 
ter  payments  shall  be  made  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  the  disaster  is  reported, 
the  extent  of  the  crop  loss  is  determined, 
and  payment  Is  approved. 

(a)  Prevented  planting.  (1)  The  acre¬ 
age  for  prevented  planting  payments 
shall  be  determined  by  grouping  the 
farm’s  feed  grain  and  wheat  allotments 
together  and  shall  equal  the  smaller  of : 

(1)  the  acreage  of  annual  non  conserv¬ 
ing  crops  the  producer  is  prevented  from 
planting;  or 

<ti>  the  amount  that  the  sum  of  feed 
grain  and  wheat  allotments  exceeds  the 
total  acreage  devoted  to  annual  noncon¬ 
serving  crops,  excluding  acreage  within 
the  applicable  allotment  of  commodities 
other  than  feed  grains  and  wheat. 

(2)  Prevented  planting  payments  shall 
be  determined  by: 

(i)  Crediting  the  acreage  for  payment 
proportionately  to  each  commodity  of 
the  total  feed  grain  and  wheat  allot¬ 
ments. 

(11)  Multiplying  the  acreage  credited 
to  each  feed  grain  by  the  applicable  yield 
established  as  provided  In  §  775.9  and  by 
the  applicable  per  bushel  rate  deter¬ 
mined  In  accordance  with  $  775.10(b) . 

(ill)  Multiplying  the  acreage  credited 
to  wheat  by  the  yield  and  by  the  disaster 
payment  rate  established  as  provided  in 
Part  728  of  this  chapter,  as  amended. 

(b)  Low  yields.  (1)  Eligibility  for  low 
yield  payments  and  the  total  acreage  on 
which  such  payments  are  based  shall  be 
determined  by  grouping  feed  grain  al¬ 
lotments  together  with  other  allotments 
of  commodities  Involved  in  substitution. 
Substitution  shall  be  applicable  when  the 
total  feed  grain  allotment  or  wheat  al¬ 
lotment  Is  underplanted  and  the  total 
feed  grain  allotment,  wheat  allotment,  or 
cotton  allotment  is  overplanted.  Cotton 
acreage  in  excess  of  the  cotton  allotment 
shall  be  considered  as  substituted  for 
feed  grains  only  when  the  total  feed 
grain  allotment  is  underplanted  more 
than  the  wheat  allotment  is  overplanted. 
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Where  substitution  is  applicable,  any  ref¬ 
erence  in  this  section  to  the  allotment, 
planted  acres,  established  yield,  or 
county  yield  shall  be  deemed  also  to 
refer,  where  appropriate,  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  allotment,  planted  acres,  estab¬ 
lished  yield,  or  county  yield  for  the  com¬ 
modities  involved  in  substitution.  Failed 
feed  grain  or  wheat  acreage  which  is 
replanted  to  another  program  crop  (up¬ 
land  cotton,  feed  grain,  or  wheat),  and 
any  acreage  from  which  the  production 
is  not  appraised  and  an  immature  pro¬ 
gram  crop  is  used  for  other  than  lint, 
grain,  or  com  or  grain  sorghum  silage, 
shall  be  disregarded  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  low  yield  payments. 

(2)  A  farm  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
have  suffered  a  loss  which  qualifies  it  for 
a  low  yield  payment  unless  the  current 
year  production  is  less  than  the  smaller 
of  the  allotment  or  planted  acres  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  applicable  yield  established 
as  provided  in  §  775.9  and  by  a  factor  de¬ 
termined  by  dividing  two-thirds  of  the 
10-year  average  county  yield  by  the 
county  yield  referred  to  in  §  775.8: 
Provided,  That  a  farm  may  qualify  for 
a  low  yield  payment  even  though  it  does 
not  qualify  under  the  foregoing  provi¬ 
sion  if  (i)  the  provisions  of  §  775.9(b) 
do  not  result  in  a  reduction  in  the  es¬ 
tablished  yield  and  (li)  the  current  year 
production  is  less  than  two-thirds  of 
what  the  production  would  be  computed 
by  multiplying  the  smaller  of  the  allot¬ 
ment  or  planted  acres  by  one  of  the 
following : 

(i)  The  smaller  of  the  applicable  yield 
established  as  provided  in  §  775.9  or  the 
actual  unadjusted  average  yield  for  the 
preceding  five  years. 

(ii)  The  applicable  yield  established  as 
provided  in  $  775.9  and: 

(a)  There  is  convincing  proof  that  the 
loss  due  to  a  sudden  and  identifiable 
destruction  of  the  crop, 

(h)  Acreage  is  actually  harvested  from 
which  the  per  acre  yield  is  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  the  established  yield,  and  the 
county  committee  determines  that  but 
for  the  disaster  the  per  acre  yield  on 
the  destroyed  acreage  would  have  been 
equal  to  that  obtained  on  the  acreage 
harvested,  and 

(c)  Payment  is  approved  in  writing  by 
a  representative  of  the  State  committee. 

(3)  The  production  from  program  crop 
acreage  not  harvested  shall  be  appraised 
and  added  to  the  actual  production  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  eligibility  for 
and  amount  of  low  yield  payments,  in 
accordance  with  instructions  Issued  by 
the  Deputy  Administrator. 

(4)  The  total  acreage  on  which  low 
yield  payments  are  based  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  converting  the  deficiency  in 
production  below  100  percent  of  the 
smaller  of  the  allotment  or  planted  acres 
times  the  applicable  yield  established  as 
provided  in  §  775.9  to  an  acre  equivalent 
figure  representing  such  deficiency. 

(5)  Low  yield  payments  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by: 

(i)  Crediting  the  acreage  for  payment 
proportionately  to  each  commodity  of  the 
total  feed  grain  allotment  (total  of  all 
allotments  involved  in  substitution). 


(ii)  Multiplying  the  acreage  credited 
to  each  feed  grain  by  the  applicable  yield 
established  as  provided  in  §  775 J9  and 
by  the  applicable  per  bushel  rate  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  §  775.10(b) . 

(iii)  Multiplying  the  acreage  credited 
to  wheat  by  the  yield  and  by  the  disaster 
payment  rate  established  as  provided  in 
Part  728  of  this  chapter,  as  amended. 

(iv)  Multiplying  the  acreage  credited 
to  cotton  by  the  yield  and  by  the  dis¬ 
aster  payment  rate  established  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Part  722  of  this  chapter,  as 
amended. 

(6)  The  total  low  yield  payment  for 
feed  grains  shall  be  reduced  by  an 
amount  up  to  the  net  value  of  any  an¬ 
nual  nonconserving  crop,  other  than 
feed  grains,  wheat,  or  upland  cotton, 
planted  on  failed  feed  grain  acreage 
within  the  applicable  allotment(s) .  The 
reduction  amount  shall  be  computed  in 
accordance  with  instructions  issued  by 
the  Deputy  Administrator. 

§  775.19  Division  of  payments  and  ad¬ 
ditional  provisions  relating  to  ten¬ 
ants  and  sharecroppers. 

The  regulations  relating  to  the  divi¬ 
sion  of  payments  and  additional  provi¬ 
sions  relating  to  tenants  and  sharecrop¬ 
pers  are  set  forth  in  Part  794  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended. 

§  775.20  Successors-in-interest. 

(a)  In  the  case  of  the  death,  incom¬ 
petency,  or  disappearance  of  any  pro¬ 
ducer  whose  name  appears  on  Form  580, 
the  payment  due  him  shall  be  made  to 
his  successor  as  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  regulations  in  Part  707  of 
this  chapter,  as  amended. 

(b)  When  any  person  who  had  an  in¬ 
terest  as  a  producer  of  feed  grains  or 
would  have  had  an  interest  as  a  pro¬ 
ducer  if  feed  grains  had  been  planted 
(herein  called  “predecessor”)  is  suc¬ 
ceeded  on  the  farm  by  another  producer 
(herein  called  “successor”)  after  Form 
580  has  been  filed,  the  payment  to  the 
predecessor  and  successor  shall  be  di¬ 
vided  between  them  on  such  basis  as 
they  agree  is  fair  and  equitable.  If  such 
persons  are  unable  to  agree  to  a  division 
of  the  payment,  the  payment  shall  be 
issued  to  the  producer  who  has  the  in¬ 
terest  in  the  crop  at  the  time  of  harvest. 
If  the  crop  is  completely  destroyed  prior 
to  harvest,  the  payment  shall  be  Issued 
to  the  producer  who  had  the  interest  at 
the  time  of  destruction  of  the  crop.  In 
the  event  no  crop  is  planted  for  harvest, 
a  fair  and  equitable  division  of  the  pay¬ 
ment  shall  be  determined  by  the  county 
committee. 

(c)  In  any  case  where  any  payment 
due  any  successor  producer  has  previ¬ 
ously  been  paid  to  the  producer  who  filed 
Form  580,  such  payment  shall  not  be 
paid  to  the  successor  producer  unless  it 
is  recovered  from  the  producer  to  whom 
it  has  been  paid  or  payment  is  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Deputy  Administrator. 

§  775.21  Misrepresentation  and  scheme 
or  device. 

(a)  A  producer  who  is  determined  by 
the  county  committee  or  the  State  com¬ 
mittee  to  have  erroneously  represented 


any  fact  affecting  a  program  determina¬ 
tion  shall  not  be  entitled  to  payments 
under  the  program  for  the  farm  with 
respect  to  which  the  representation  was 
made  and  shall  refund  to  the  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  the  payments  re¬ 
ceived  by  him  with  respect  to  such  farm. 

(b)  A  producer  who  is  determined  by 
the  State  committee,  or  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  with  the  approval  of  the  State 
committee,  to  have  knowingly  (1) 
adopted  any  scheme  or  device  which 
tends  to  defeat  the  purpose  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  (2)  made  any  fraudulent  repre¬ 
sentation,  or  (3)  misrepresented  any 
fact  affecting  a  program  determination 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  payments  for  any 
farm  under  the  program  and  shall  re¬ 
fund  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  all  payments  re¬ 
ceived  by  him  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  applicable  in  addition  to  any  liability 
under  criminal  and  civil  fraud  statutes. 

§  775.22  Setoffs  and  assignments. 

(a)  Producer  indebtedness.  The  regu¬ 
lations  issued  by  the  Secretary  governing 
setoffs  and  withholdings.  Part  13  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended,  shall  be  applicable 
to  this  program. 

(b)  Assignments.  Payments  may  be 
assigned  only  to  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  accordance  with  instruc¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor. 

§  775.23  Appeals. 

A  producer  may  obtain  reconsidera¬ 
tion  and  review  of  determinations  made 
under  this  subpart  in  accordance  with 
the  Appeal  Regulations,  Part  780  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended. 

§  775.24  Performance  based  upon  ad¬ 
vice  or  action  of  county  or  State  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  provisions  of  Part  790  of  this 
chapter,  as  amended,  relating  to  per¬ 
formance  based  upon  action  or  advice 
of  an  authorized  representative  of  the 
Secretary  shall  be  applicable  to  this 
subpart. 

§  775.25  Supervisory  authority  of  State 
committee. 

The  State  committee  may  take  any 
action  required  by  these  regulations 
which  has  not  been  taken  by  the 
county  committee.  The  State  committee 
may  also  (a)  correct,  or  require  a  county 
committee  to  correct,  any  action  taken  by 
such  county  committee  which  is  not  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  of  this 
subpart,  or  (b)  require  a  county  com¬ 
mittee  to  withhold  taking  any  action 
which  Is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  of  this  subpart. 

§  775.26  Delegation  of  authority. 

No  delegation  herein  to  a  State  or 
county  committee  shall  preclude  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  ASCS,  or  his  designee,  from 
determining  any  question  arising  under 
the  program  or  from  reversing  or  mod¬ 
ifying  any  determination  made  by  a  State 
or  county  committee. 
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Effective  date:  Since  farmers  are  now 
completing  their  plans  for  the  1974  crop 
year,  it  is  essential  that  the  foregoing 
regulations  governing  the  Feed  Grain 
Program  for  Crop  Years  1974-1977  be 
made  effective  as  soon  as  possible.  It  Is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  Accordingly,  these  regulations 
shall  become  effective  July  12,  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on 
June  26,  1974. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[PR  Doc.74-15998  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX — AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  473] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
during  the  weekly  regulation  period  July 
12-18,  1974.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Or¬ 
der  No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  total  available  supply 
of  Valencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of 
Valencia  oranges  currently  available  for 
market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges,  Valencia  orange 
prices,  and  the  relationship  of  season 
average  returns  to  the  parity  price  for 
Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.773  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
473. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
and  Information  submitted  by  the  Va¬ 
lencia  Orange  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  Information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  Valencia  oranges,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the 


production  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  Its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation, 
designed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  factors 
enumerated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
further  reports  that  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Valencia  oranges  is  still  con¬ 
sidered  weak.  Prices  f.o.b.  averaged  $3.22 
per  carton  on  a  reported  sales  volume  of 
439  carlots  last  week,  compared  with  an 
average  f.o.b.  price  of  $3.30  per  carton 
and  sales  of  538  carlots  a  week  earlier. 
Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  296  cars 
were  down  24  cars  from  last  week. 

(11)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  Information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  Informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  re¬ 
spective  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  UJB.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  In  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  Insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  Is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  Valencia 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation;  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  information  and  views 
at  this  meeting;  the  recommendation 
and  supporting  information  for  regula¬ 
tion  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held;  the 
provisions  of  this  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  to  make  this  regulation  effective  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  regulation  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  July  9, 1974. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 


July  12,  1974,  through  July  18,  1974,  are 
hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  275,000  cartons; 

(11)  District  2:  225,000  cartons; 

(ill)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement.” 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  "District  3”. 
and  "carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  91,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-16136  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 


[Lemon  Reg.  647] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  July  14-20, 
2974.  It  is  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed 
was  arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the 
total  available  supply  of  lemons,  the 
quantity  of  lemons  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
lemons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  lemons. 

§  910.947  Lemon  Regulation  647. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be  mar¬ 
keted  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  Is  active 
on  all  sizes  and  grades.  Several  auction 
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markets  are  oversupplied  at  the  present, 
but  supplies  generally  are  In  line  with 
demand.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was  $6.03 
per  carton  the  week  ended  July  6,  1974, 
compared  to  $6.13  per  carton  the  pre¬ 
vious  week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies 
at  207  cars  were  down  33  cars  from  last 
week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  lemons  which  may  be  han¬ 
dled  should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
said  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  lemons  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  Information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  regulation  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  cm  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  July  9,  1974. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  July 
14, 1974,  through  July  20, 1974,  is  hereby 
fixed  at  275,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled’*, 
and  “carton  (s)  "  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  July  11, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-16139  Filed  7-1 1-74;  8: 46  am] 


[Lime  Reg.  8] 

PART  911— LIMES  GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 
Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Florida  limes  that  may  be  shipped  to 
fresh  market  during  the  weekly  regula¬ 
tion  period  July  14-July  20,  1974.  It  Is 
Issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No.  911. 
The  quantity  of  limes  so  fixed  was  ar¬ 
rived  at  after  consideration  of  the  total 
available  supply  of  Florida  limes,  the 
quantity  currently  available  for  market, 
lime  prices,  and  the  relationship  of  sea¬ 
son  average  returns  to  the  parity  price 
for  Florida  limes. 

§911.408  Lime  Regulation  8. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  911,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
911;  37  FR  10497),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  limes  grown  in  Florida,  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) , 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Florida  Lime  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  limes,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  limes  that  may  be  mar¬ 
keted  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  sit¬ 
uation  confronting  the  Florida  lime  in¬ 
dustry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  limes  which  it  deems  advis¬ 
able  to  be  handled  during  the  succeed¬ 
ing  week.  Such  recommendation  results 
from  the  production  and  marketing  sit- 
merated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
further  reports  the  fresh  market  de¬ 
mand  for  limes  is  now  improving  after 
shipping  point  prices  reached  season 
low  levels  for  the  week  ending  July  6, 
1974.  Fresh  shipments  for  the  weeks 
ended  July  6,  1974  and  June  29,  1974, 
were  12,925  bushels  and  27,138  bushels, 
respectively. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted 
by  the  committee,  and  other  available 
Information  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  limes  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
Is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is 
insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 


permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Flor¬ 
ida  limes,  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held;  the  provisions  of  this  section,  in¬ 
cluding  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  Information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time 
has  been  disseminated  among  handlers 
of  such  limes;  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  to  make  this  section  effective  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  regulation  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  chi  the 
part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which  can¬ 
not  be  completed  on  or  before  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof.  Such  committee  meet¬ 
ing  was  held  on  July  9,  1974. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  limes 
grown  in  Florida  which  may  be  handled 
during  the  period  July  14,  1974  through 
July  20,  1974  is  hereby  fixed  at  24,000 
bushels. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled" 
and  “limes"  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  In  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  “bushel" 
means  55  pounds  of  limes. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  10, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-16140  Filed  7-11-74; 8: 46  am] 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT 

CORPORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[CCC  Grain  Loan  and  Purchase  Regulations, 
1974-Crop  Dry  Edible  Bean  Supplement] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1974-Crop  Dry  Edible  Bean  Loan 
and  Purchase  Program 

Rate  Matters 

On  February  19,  1974,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  regarding  loan  and 
purchase  rates  for  1974-crop  dry  edible 
beans  and  detailed  operating  provisions 
to  carry  out  the  1974  dry  edible  bean 
program  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  6535).  Forty-five  re¬ 
sponses  were  received  from  interested 
individual  farmers,  farm  organizations, 
and  other  interested  parties.  These  re¬ 
sponses  included  requests  ranging  from 
an  increase  in  price  support  to  the  elim- 
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ination  of  the  price  support  program. 
After  considerations  of  all  responses.  It 
has  been  determined  that  loan  and  pur¬ 
chase  rates  for  the  individual  classes  re¬ 
main  the  same  as  in  1973.  Other  operat¬ 
ing  provisions  for  the  1974  crop  remain 
the  same  as  those  for  the  1973  crop. 

The  General  Regulations  Governing 
Price  Support  for  the  1970  and  Subse¬ 
quent  Crops  (35  FR  7362,  as  amended) 
and  the  1970  and  Subsequent  Crops  Dry 
Edible  Bean  Loan  and  Purchase  Program 
Regulations  (35  FR  8537,  36  FR  8362  and 
9001),  which  contain  regulations  of  a 
general  nature  with  respect  to  price  sup¬ 
port  operations,  are  further  supple¬ 
mented  for  1974-crop  dry  edible  beans. 
The  material  previously  appearing  in 
this  subpart  in  §§  1421.140  through 
1421.143  remains  in  full  force  and  effect 
as  to  the  crop  to  which  it  was  applicable. 
Sec. 

1421.140  Purpose. 

1421.141  AvaUabUity. 

1421.142  Maturity  of  loans. 

1421.143  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

Authority  :  Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as 
amended;  (15  U.S.C.  714b).  Interpret  or 
apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072,  secs.  301,  401,  63 
Stat.  1053;  (15  U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1421, 
1441). 

§  1421.140  Purpose. 

This  supplement  contains  additional 
program  provisions  which,  together  with 
the  provisions  of  the  General  Regula¬ 
tions  Governing  Price  Support  for  the 
1970  and  Subsequent  Crops  and  any 
amendments  thereto,  or  revisions 
thereof,  and  the  1970  and  Subsequent 
Crop  Dry  Edible  Bean  Loan  and  Pur¬ 
chase  Program  Regulations,  and  any 
amendments  thereto,  apply  to  loans  and 
purchases  for  1974-crop  dry  edible  beans. 

§  1421.141  Availability. 

(a)  Loans.  A  producer  desiring  a  CCC 
loan  must  request  a  loan  on  his  eligible 
beans  on  or  before  March  31,  1975. 

(b)  Purchases.  To  sell  dry  edible  beans 
to  CCC  through  the  purchase  program, 
a  producer  must  execute  and  deliver  to 
the  appropriate  county  ASCS  office  on 
or  before  April  30,  1975,  a  purchase 
agreement  (Form  CCC-614),  indicating 
the  approximate  quantity  of  1974-crop 
dry  edible  beans  he  will  sell  to  CCC. 

§  1421.142  Maturity  of  loans. 

Unless  demand  is  made  earlier,  loans 
on  dry  edible  beans  will  mature  on 
April  30,  1975. 

§  1421.143  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

The  rate  for  beans  placed  under  a  loan 
other  than  a  loan  on  beans  stored  com¬ 
mingled  in  an  approved  warehouse  shall 
be  the  applicable  basic  rate  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  for  the 
county  in  which  the  beans  were  produced, 
adjusted  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section.  The  rate  for  loans  on  beans 
stored  commingled  in  approved  ware¬ 
house  storage  and  for  settlement  of  all 
loans  and  purchases  shall  be  the  appli¬ 
cable  basic  rate  specified  In  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  for  the  county  In 
which  the  beans  were  produced,  adjusted 


in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (b) ,  (c) , 
and  (d)  of  this  section,  and  adjusted  also, 
in  the  case  of  settlements,  by  such  dis¬ 
counts  as  CCC  may  establish  for  class, 
grade,  and  quality  factors  not  specified  in 
this  section  which  affect  the  value  of  the 
beans,  such  as  (but  not  limited  to)  splits, 
damage,  contrasting  classes,  and  foreign 
material.  The  discounts  established  for 
the  purpose  of  settlement  will  be  based 
upon  the  market  discounts  for  such 
factors  at  the  time  the  beans  are  de¬ 
livered  to  CCC,  as  determined  by  CCC. 
Producers  may  obtain  schedules  of  such 
factors  and  discounts  at  county  ASCS 
offices  approximately  1  month  prior  to 
the  loan  maturity  date.  Except  in  the 
case  of  Large  lima  beans,  if  the  beans 
have  been  moved  by  truck  to  approved 
storage  or  are  on  track  in  a  higher  loan 
and  purchase  rate  county,  or  if  the  ware¬ 
house  guarantees  delivery  by  truck  to  ap¬ 
proved  storage  or  on  track  in  a  higher 
loan  and  purchase  rate  county,  the  loan 
and  purchase  rate  shall  be  determined  on 
the  basis  of  the  basic  loan  and  purchase 
rate  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  the  county  in  which  the  beans 
are  stored  or  to  which  delivery  is  guaran¬ 
teed  rather  than  the  county  in  which  the 
beans  were  produced.  Settlement  shall  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1421.23. 

(a)  Basic  county  loan  and  purchase 
rates.  The  basic  county  loan  and  purchase 
rates  per  100  pounds  net  weight  for  beans 
of  all  classes  grading  Prime  Handpicked 
or  U.S.  No.  1  are  as  follows: 

,  Rate  per  100  lb 

prime  handpicked 
or  U.S.  No.  1 
in  jute  or 

polypropylene  bags 

Class  and  area; 

Pinto: 

Area  I  New  Mexico,  all  counties _ $6.  57 

Area  II — Idaho,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  In  Colorado,  the  counties  of 
Larimer,  Boulder,  OUpln,  Clear 
Creek,  Jefferson,  Teller,  Fremont, 
Pueblo,  Huerfano,  and  Las 
Animas  and  all  counties  east 
thereof  in  Colorado.  In  Wyoming 
the  counties  of  Converse, 


Goshen,  Laramie,  and  Platte _  6. 47 

Area  in — Arizona,  California,  Mon¬ 
tana,  South  Dakota,  and  Utah. 

In  Wyoming,  all  counties  not  in 
Area  II.  In  Colorado,  all  coun¬ 
ties  not  in  Area  IT _ _  6. 27 

Area  IV — other  States _  6.  07 

Great  Northern: 


Area  I — Nebraska,  Minnesota,  and 
North  Dakota.  In  Colorado,  all 
counties  east  of  106*  longitude. 
In  Wyoming,  the  counties  of 
Converse,  Goshen,  Laramie,  and 


Platte . . . . .  7. 21 

Area  H — South  Dakota,  Montana, 
and  Idaho.  In  Wyoming,  aU 
counties  not  in  Area  I  and  in 

Oregon,  Malheur  County _  7. 01 

Area  III — other  States  and  coun¬ 
ties  . . . .  6. 71 

Pea  (Navy),  UJ3.  No.  1  and  US. 
prime  handpicked  pea  beans: 

Area  I — Michigan,  New  York, 
Maine,  Minnesota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin  _  6.  TO 

Area  II — Other  States _  6. 20 


Rate  per  100  lb 
prime  handpicked 
or  U.S.  No.  1 
in  jute  or 

polypropylene  bags 
Small  White  and  Flat  Small 


White _ 7.80 

Dark  Red  Kidney _  8. 51 

Light  Red  Kidney _  8. 70 

Pink  _  7. 32 

Small  Red: 

Area  I — Idaho,  Colorado,  and 

Washington _  7.47 

Area  II — Other  States _  7.42 

Large  lima _  10.39 

Baby  lima _  6.39 

(b)  Premium. 

Cents  per 
100  lb. 

Grade  U.S.  CHP  (Pea  beans) _  25 

Grade  U.S.  CHP  (all  other  beans) _  10 

Grade  U.S.  Extra  No.  1 _  10 

(c)  Discount. 

Cents  per 
100  lb. 

Grade  U.S.  No.  2__ . 25 

Paper  package _  09 


(d)  Deduction  for  processing  charges. 
In  the  case  of  beans  which  have  not  been 
processed  (i.e.,  commercially  cleaned), 
the  rate  shall  be  reduced  by  the  following 
amounts  (except  for  beans  stored  com¬ 
mingled  in  an  approved  warehouse) : 

Dollars  per 
100  lb.  from  U.S. 
No.  1  rate 

All  States  except  Michigan  and  New 


York . $1.00 

Michigan,  Pea  beans  only _  1.00 

Michigan,  other  classes _  1.50 

New  York _  2.00 


Effective  date:  July  12,  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  3, 
1974. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
[FR  Doc.74-15992  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C— LOANS  PRIMARILY  FOR 
PRODUCTION  PURPOSES 

[FmHA  Instruction  441.4] 

PART  1832— EMERGENCY  LOANS 
Subpart  B — Emergency  Loan  Processing 

Section  1832.32(a)  of  Chapter  XVIII 
of  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(37  FR  7293) ,  is  amended  to  remove  ref¬ 
erence  to  5  1832.5(f)  which  has  been  de¬ 
leted  (39  FR  20677).  Inasmuch  as  the 
amendment  is  an  editorial  change,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  publish  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking. 

As  amended,  §  1832.32(a)  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1832.32  Loan  forms  and  routines. 

(a)  Applications.  Applications  for 
loans  will  be  taken  as  outlined  in  Part 
1801  of  this  chapter.  However,  the  first 
sentence  in  item  23  of  Form  FHA  410-1, 
“Application  for  FHA  Services,”  will  be 
deleted  for  use  by  applicants  where 
ability  to  obtain  credit  elsewhere  is  not 
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disqualifying.  This  deletion  will  be  ini¬ 
tialed  by  the  applicant. 

•  •  *  •  • 

((7  U.S.C.  1989;  42  U.S.C.  1480) ;  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.28; 
delegation  of  authority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for 
Rural  Development,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  July  12, 1974. 

Dated:  July  1, 1974. 

Prank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[ FR  Doc .74- 15995  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[FmHA  Instruction  440.8] 

PART  1832— EMERGENCY  LOANS 

Subpart  D — Additional  Benefits  for  Certain 

Indebted  and  Paid-up  Emergency  and 

Rural  Housing  Disaster  Loan  Borrowers 

Subpart  D  of  Part  1832,  “Additional 
Benefits  for  Certain  Indebted  and 
Paid-up  Emergency  and  Rural  Housing 
Disaster  Loan  Borrowers,”  is  deleted 
from  Chapter  XVIII,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (38  FR  14089,  38  FR 
20246).  Subpart  D,  which  provided  for 
additional  benefits  under  Pub.  L.  92-385, 
dated  August  16,  1972,  for  certain  in¬ 
debted  and  paid-up  Emergency  and 
Rural  Housing  Disaster  loan  borrowers 
is  no  longer  required  by  law.  This  dele¬ 
tion  is,  therefore,  being  published  with¬ 
out  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
is  effective  July  12, 1974. 

((7  U.S.C.  1989;  42  U.S.C.  1480);  delegation 
of  authority  by  the  Sec.  of  Agri.,  7  CFR  2.23; 
delegation  of  authority  by  the  Aset.  Sec.  for 
Rural  Development,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Dated;  July  1, 1974. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.74-15993  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


Title  8 — Aliens  and  Nationality 

CHAPTER  I— IMMIGRATION  AND  NATU¬ 
RALIZATION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  JUSTICE 

[File  No.  C0845-P] 

PART  242— PROCEEDINGS  TO  DETER¬ 
MINE  DEPORTABILITY  OF  AUENS  IN 
THE  UNITED  STATES:  APPREHENSION, 
CUSTODY,  HEARING,  AND  APPEAL 

Applications  for  Temporary  Withholding  of 
Deportation;  Consideration  of  Non- 
record  Information 

July  8,  1974. 

Reference  is  made  to  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  which  was  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  June  4,  1974 
(39  FR  19783)  pursuant  to  section  553 
of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  (80 
Stat.  383)  and  In  which  there  was  set 
forth  the  proposed  amendment  of 
5  242.17(c)  of  Title  8  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  pertaining  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  nonrecord  Information  in 
the  determination  of  an  application  for 
temporary  withholding  of  deportation. 


1974.  No  change  has  been  made  in  the 
proposed  rules.  The  proposed  rules,  as  set 
forth  below,  are  hereby  adopted: 

In  §  242.17,  the  existing  last  sentence 
of  paragraph  (c)  is  revoked  and  four 
new  sentences  are  added  in  lieu  thereof. 

As  amended,  §  242.17(c)  reads  as  follows: 

§  242.17  Ancillary  matters,  applications. 

***** 

(c)  Temporary  withholding  of  depor¬ 
tation.  The  special  inquiry  officer  shall 
notify  the  respondent  that  if  he  is  finally 
ordered  deported  his  deportation  will  in 
the  first  instance  be  directed  pursuant  to 
section  243(a)  of  the  Act  to  the  country 
designated  by  him  and  shall  afford  the 
respondent  an  opportunity  then  and 
there  to  make  such  designation.  The  spe¬ 
cial  inquiry  officer  shall  then  specify  and 
state  for  the  record  the  country,  or  coun¬ 
tries  in  the  alternate,  to  which  respond¬ 
ent’s  deportation  will  be  directed  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  243(a)  of  the  Act  if 
the  country  of  his  designation  will  not 
accept  him  into  its  territory,  or  fails  to 
furnish  timely  notice  of  acceptance,  or 
the  respondent  declines  to  designate  a 
country.  The  respondent  shall  be  advised 
that  pursuant  to  section  243(h)  of  the 
Act  he  may  apply  for  temporary  with¬ 
holding  of  deporation  to  the  country  or 
countries  specified  by  the  special  inquiry 
officer  and  may  be  granted  not  more  than 
ten  days  in  which  to  submit  his  applica¬ 
tion.  The  application  shall  consist  of  re¬ 
spondent’s  statement  setting  forth  the 
reasons  in  support  of  his  request.  The 
respondent  shall  be  examined  under  oath 
on  his  application  and  may  present  such 
pertinent  evidence  or  information  as  he 
has  readily  available.  The  respondent  has 
the  burden  of  satisfying  the  special  in¬ 
quiry  officer  that  he  would  be  subpect  to 
persecution  on  account  of  race,  religion, 
or  political  opinion  as  claimed.  The  trial 
attorney  may  also  present  evidence  or 
information  for  the  record,  and  he  may 
submit  information  not  of  record  to  be 
considered  by  the  special  inquiry  officer 
provided  that  the  sp>ecial  inquiry  officer 
or  the  Board  has  determined  that  such 
information  is  relevant  and  is  classified 
under  Executive  Order  No.  11652  (37  FR 
5209;  March  10,  1972)  as  requiring  pro¬ 
tection  from  unauthorized  disclosure  in 
the  interest  of  national  security.  When 
the  special  inquiry  officer  receives  such 
non-record  information  he  shall  inform 
the  respondent  thereof  and  shall  also 
inform  him  whether  it  concerns  condi¬ 
tions  generally  in  a  specified  country  or 
the  respondent  himself.  Whenever  he  be¬ 
lieves  he  can  do  so  consistently  with  safe¬ 
guarding  both  the  Information  and  its 
source,  the  special  Inquiry  officer  should 
state  more  specifically  the  general  nature 
of  the  Information  in  order  that  the  re¬ 
spondent  may  have  an  opportunity  to 
offer  opposing  evidence.  A  decision  based 
in  whole  or  in  p>art  on  such  classified 
information  shall  state  that  such  infor¬ 
mation  is  material  to  the  decision. 

(Sec.  103,  66  Stat.  173  (8  U.S.C.  1103)) 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  above- 
prescribed  rules  are  to  modify  existing 


tionality  Act,  as  amended,  may  be  based 
on  nonrecord  information  only  in  cases 
Involving  national  security. 

Effective  date.  The  amendments  to  the 
regulations  contained  in  this  order  shall 
become  effective  August  12,  1974. 

Dated:  July  8,  1974. 

L.  F.  Chapman,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

(FR  Doc.74-15966  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8:45  am] 


Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

Allocation  Fractions  in  Excess  of  One 

A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  con¬ 
cerning  the  disposition  of  surplus  prod¬ 
uct  when  a  supplier’s  allocation  fraction 
is  greater  than  one  was  issued  June  14, 
1974  (39  FR  21058) .  Comments  were  in¬ 
vited  from  interested  persons  by  June  26, 
1974.  In  response  more  than  30  com¬ 
ments  were  received  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration.  The  amendment 
of  §  211.10(g)  of  Part  211  of  the  Manda¬ 
tory  Petroleum  Allocation  Regulations 
published  herewith  reflects  FEA’s  con¬ 
sideration  of  those  comments  and  other 
relevant  information  and  incorporates 
substantial  changes  to  the  proposed  rule. 

Several  comments  noted  that  the  same 
quantities  of  surplus  product  would  be 
reported  to  the  FEA  many  times  during 
distribution,  and  that  the  post-delivery 
reports  required  in  the  proposal  of  re¬ 
finers  would  be  unduly  burdensome.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  amendment  provides  that 
only  refiners,  and  for  products  subject 
to  State  set-aside,  prime  suppliers  and 
firms  which  supply  prime  suppliers,  such 
as  brokers,  need  report  surplus  product. 
The  report  must  specify  the  volume,  lo¬ 
cation,  price  availability  of  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  significant  specifications  of  the 
surplus  product  available.  No  post- 
delivery  reports  are  required,  although 
all  firms  reporting  surplus  product  must 
maintain  internal  records  subject  to 
audit.  In  addition,  the  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  that  FEA  will  have  only  ten  days 
following  FEA’s  receipt  of  notification  in 
which  to  redirect  product. 

Several  comments  noted  that  while  a 
supplier  which  is  also  a  refiner  was 
barred  in  the  proposal  from  discrimi¬ 
nating  in  favor  of  the  purchasers  it  owns 
and  operates,  a  non-refiner  supplier  was 
not  so  limited.  The  amendment,  there¬ 
fore,  provides  that  both  refiners  and 
non-refiner  suppliers  must  supply  to 
purchasers  which  they  do  not  own  and 
operate  a  certain  share  of  any  surplus 
distributed  within  their  distribution  sys¬ 
tems  to  the  extent  that  those  categories 
of  purchasers  are  willing  to  accept  It. 

A  new  9  211.10(f)  (2)  is  added,  which 
states  that  suppliers  whose  allocation 
fraction  is  less  than  or  equal  to  one  (1.0) 


No  representations  were  received  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  rules  of  June  4, 


regulations  to  provide  that  the  temporary 
withholding  of  deportation  under  sectton 
243(h)  of  the  Immigration  and  Na- 


are  permitted  to  report  to  FEA  as  sur¬ 
plus  those  quantities  of  product  which 
they  have  been  notified  will  not  be  pur- 
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chased  during  the  period  corresponding 
to  a  base  period. 

The  proposed  restriction  on  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  surplus  propane  is  extended 
to  butane  as  well;  all  industrial  uses  and 
gas  utility  uses  are  added  to  those  uses 
which  may  not  be  offered  or  accept 
quantities  of  propane  or  butane  in  excess 
of  100  percent  of  period  use.  Inventory 
build-up  to  achieve  the  levels  specified 
in  Subparts  D  and  E  is,  however,  per¬ 
mitted. 

Conforming  changes  deleting  modified 
allocation  levels  and  references  thereto 
from  the  appropriate  subparts  are  made. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 

1973,  Pub.  L.  93-159;  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275;  E.O. 
11790,  39  FB  23185) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Chapter  n  of  Title  10  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  set 
out  herein,  effective  immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  9, 

1974. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Section  211.10  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (f)  by  redesignating  paragraph 
(f)  as  paragraph  (f)(1)  and  adding  a 
new  subparagraph  (2)  and  revising  para¬ 
graph  (g)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  211.10  Supplier's  method  of  alloca¬ 
tion. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(f)  Allocation  fractions  less  than  one. 

(1)  •  *  * 

(2)  Any  supplier  whose  allocation  frac¬ 
tion  is  equal  to  or  less  than  one  (1.0) 
and  whose  wholesale  purchasers  and 
end-users  entitled  to  receive  an  alloca¬ 
tion  from  that  supplier  either  have  not 
purchased  or  have  notified  the  supplier 
of  their  intent  not  to  purchase  their 
complete  allocation  entitlement  by  the 
end  of  the  period  corresponding  to  a  base 
period  may  report  and  dispose  of  such 
volumes  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (g)  of  this  section. 

(g)  Allocation  fractions  greater  than 
one.  (1)  General.  In  allocating  allocable 
supplies  of  any  allocated  product  among 
wholesale  purchasers  and  end-users,  no 
supplier  may  use  an  allocation  fraction 
greater  than  one  (1.0)  except  as  provided 
herein. 

(2)  Non-reporting  suppliers.  Any 
wholesale  purchaser-reseller  which  is  a 
retail  sales  outlet  or  any  other  supplier 
not  subject  to  subparagraph  (3)  below 
and  which  has  an  allocation  fraction  in 
excess  of  one  (1.0)  for  a  period  corre¬ 
sponding  to  a  base  period  shall  make 
allocations  based  on  an  allocation  frac¬ 
tion  of  one  (1.0)  and  may  distribute  its 
surplus  product  at  its  discretion.  There 
is  no  requirement  that  such  a  wholesale 
purchaser-reseller  report  its  surplus 
product  to  FEA. 

(3)  Surplus  product  reports.  A  supplier 
of  an  allocated  product  which  is  either 
a  refiner,  a  prime  supplier  in  any  state, 
or  a  supplier  of  a  prime  supplier  (such  as 
a  broker)  and  which  is  not  a  retail  sales 


outlet  and  which  has  an  allocable  supply 
of  sufficient  magnitude  that  its  alloca¬ 
tion  fraction  computed  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  will  exceed 
one  (1.0)  for  a  period  corresponding  to 
a  base  period,  shall  make  allocations 
based  on  an  allocation  fraction  of  one 
(1.0)  and  shall  report  the  volume,  loca¬ 
tion,  price,  availability  of  transportation 
and  significant  specifications  of  surplus 
product  available.  The  surplus  product 
report  shall  be  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  National  FEA  office,  with  a  copy  to 
the  appropriate  regional  FEA  offices, 
within  five  (5)  days  of  the  supplier’s 
determination  that  its  allocation  frac¬ 
tion  will  exceed  one  (1.0).  The  report 
must  be  clearly  labeled  “Surplus  Product 
Report”  both  on  the  document  and  on 
the  outside  of  the  envelope  in  which  the 
document  is  transmitted  and  shall  be 
addressed  to:  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Surplus  Product  Report,  Post 
Office  Box  19407,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  The  FEA  shall  provide  written 
notification  to  each  supplier  submitting 
a  surplus  product  report  of  the  exact 
time  of  receipt  of  the  surplus  product 
report. 

(4)  Redirection.  The  National  or  Re¬ 
gional  FEA  (whenever  authorized  by  the 
National  FEA)  may  within  ten  (10)  days 
after  actual  receipt  of  notification  made 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (3)  above  di¬ 
rect  that  the  product  so  reported  be 
distributed  among  other  suppliers,  sold 
to  designated  wholesale  purchasers  or 
end-users,  be  distributed  to  the  reporting 
supplier’s  purchasers  on  a  pro-rata  basis, 
such  as  using  an  allocation  fraction 
greater  than  one  (1.0),  or  be  accumu¬ 
lated  in  inventory. 

(5)  Reporting  suppliers.  Any  supplier 
which  reports  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
(3)  above  may  distribute  its  surplus 
product  at  its  discretion  if  it  is  not  noti¬ 
fied  to  the  contrary  within  ten  (10)  days 
of  receipt  of  FEA  of  the  supplier’s  no¬ 
tification  under  subparagraph  (3)  above 
except  that  (i)  the  supplier  shall  supply, 
in  the  aggregate,  to  the  category  of 
wholesale  purchaser-resellers  which  are 
branded  independent  marketers  and, 
separately,  to  the  category  of  wholesale 
purchaser-resellers  which  are  non- 
branded  independent  marketers,  to  the 
extent  that  such  categories  of  purchasers 
are  willing  to  accept  it,  at  least  the  same 
proportion  of  the  supplier’s  surplus 
product  as  the  total  allocation  entitle¬ 
ments  of  such  branded  or  nonbranded 
independent  marketers  bear  to  the  total 
allocation  entitlement  of  all  purchas¬ 
ers  which  are  entitled  to  receive  an  allo¬ 
cation  from  that  supplier  and  (ii)  retail 
sales  outlets  owned  and  operated  by  the 
supplier  may  not  purchase  or  be  sup¬ 
plied,  in  the  aggregate,  a  greater  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  supplier’s  surplus  product 
than  the  total  allocation  entitlements  of 
all  such  retail  sales  outlets  bear  to  the 
total  allocation  entitlements  of  all  pur¬ 
chasers  which  are  entitled  to  receive  an 
allocation  from  that  supplier  unless  the 
supplier  first  meets  all  requests  for  prod¬ 
ucts  from  independent  marketers  to  the 
extent  required  In  subparagraph  (1) 
above. 


(6)  Records  of  disposition  of  surplus 
product.  Any  supplier  which  reported 
surplus  product  for  a  period  correspond¬ 
ing  to  a  base  period  as  required  by  sub- 
paragraph  (3)  above  shall  maintain  ade¬ 
quate  records  to  allow  FEA,  upon  re¬ 
quest,  to  ascertain  the  disposition  of  the 
surplus  product. 

(7)  Purchaser’s  rights.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  §  211.12,  any  whole¬ 
sale  purchaser  or  end-user  may  purchase 
allocated  product  from  any  supplier 
which  certifies  that  it  has  surplus  prod¬ 
uct  to  distribute  and  that  it  has  com¬ 
plied  with  the  provisions  of  this  para¬ 
graph 

(8)  Limitation  on  purchaser’s  rights. 
No  supplier  shall  supply  and  no  end-user 
or  wholesale  purchaser-consumer  shall 
accept  quantities  of  an  allocated  product 
which  exceed  one  hundred  (100)  percent 
of  the  end-user’s  or  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser-consumer’s  current  requirements, 
except  pursuant  to  subparagraph  (9)  or 
as  directed  by  FEA. 

(9)  Special  restriction  on  propane  and 
butane.  No  supplier  shall  supply  and  no 
end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser-con¬ 
sumer  shall  accept  quantities  of  propane 
or  butane  In  excess  of  one  hundred 
(100)  percent  of  base  period  use  for 
synthetic  natural  gas  feedstock  use,  gas 
utility  use,  or  any  industrial  use  except 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  inven¬ 
tories  to  the  levels  allowed  under  $211.86 
(g)  or  5211.96(e). 

2.  Section  211.107  is  revised  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.107  Method  of  allocation. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(b)  Allocations  of  motor  gasoline  to 
retail  sales  outlets  and  other  purchasers 
shall  be  made  as  specified  in  $  211.10. 
Suppliers  which  have  an  allocation  frac¬ 
tion  greater  than  one  (1.0)  shall  dis¬ 
tribute  their  surplus  product  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  $  211.10(g) 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  $  211.- 
106  with  respect  to  reassignments  among 
retail  sales  outlets. 

§§211.84,  211.104,  211.124,  211.144, 
211.164  [Revoked] 

3.  Sections  211.84,  211.104,  211.124, 
211.144  and  211.164  are  revoked. 

4.  Section  211.86  is  revised  in  para¬ 
graphs  (e)  and  (g)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  211.86  Method  of  allocation. 

*  *  •  *  • 

(e)  Operators  of  merchant  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  shall  not  release  for  shipment  to 
gas  utilities  any  quantity  of  propane 
which,  when  taken  together  with  other 
amounts  of  propane  supplied  to  that 
utility  for  the  allocation  quarter,  exceeds 
the  quantity  of  propane  which  may  be 
supplied  under  the  allocation  level  for  gas 
utilities  in  $  211.83(c)  (2)  (v) . 

*  *  *  *  * 

(g)  Producers,  suppliers  and  whole¬ 
sale  purchasers  (except  gas  utilities  and 
industrial  users)  shall  be  permitted  to 
accumulate  an  inventory  of  propane  dur¬ 
ing  the  summer  in  quantities  which  are 
normal  and  reasonable  for  seasonal  usage 
In  accordance  with  their  normal  business 
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practices.  Inventories  controlled  by  gas 
utilities  and  industrial  users  (including 
petrochemical  producers)  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to: 

(1)  One  hundred  twenty  (120)  percent 
of  the  allocation  entitlement  specified  in 
§  211.83(c)  (2)  (v). 

(2)  One  hundred  twenty  (120)  percent 
of  the  volumes  used  for  all  industrial  uses 
(including  standby  volumes)  during  the 
period  April  1,  1972  through  March  31, 
1973,  provided,  however,  that  an  indus¬ 
trial  firm  may  not  use  such  inventories 
to  exceed  its  allocation  entitlement  as 
specified  in  §  211.83. 

*  *  •  *  * 

[FR  Doc.74-16000  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Docket  No.  74-GL-12;  Amdt.  39-1896] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Hartzell  Propellers 


prefix  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (d)  prior 
to  the  accumulation  of  1200  hours  in  service. 

(c)  Propellers  whose  total  hours  in  service 
are  unknown  will  be  assumed  to  have  1000 
hours  minimum  and  thus  fall  within  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  modification  and  blade  re¬ 
placement  in  accordance  with  Paragraph  (a). 

(d)  Remove  propeller  from  aircraft  and  re¬ 
move  blades  from  the  hub.  Modify  the  pitch 
change  system  and  replace  blades  with 
equivalent  model  blades  prefixed  with  letter 
“F”  in  accordance  with  Hartzell  Service 
Letter  No.  69,  revised  November  30,  1971,  and 
Bulletin  No.  101B  dated  May  1,  1974,  or  later 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  approved  re¬ 
visions,  or  an  equivalent  procedure  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Branch,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(Hartzell  Overhaul  Instructions  113(B),  or 
later  Federal  Aviation  Administration  ap¬ 
proved  revisions,  also  pertain  to  this  subject) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  as 
of  July  16, 1974. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  Ufl.C.  1354(a) ,  1421. 
and  1423)  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJS.C. 
1655(c)) 


There  have  been  failures  of  the  blade 
pitch  control  knobs  which  have  resulted 
in  loss  of  propeller  control  in  flight.  The 
cause  of  these  failures  is  believed  to 
originate  from  excessive  friction  in  the 
blade  thrust  bearing,  usually  due  to  lack 
of  grease  and  subsequent  bearing  brinel- 
ling.  Also,  there  is  the  fretting  action 
between  the  blade  pitch  change  block 
and  the  bushing  on  the  blade  pitch 
change  knob.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  blades 
of  the  same  design,  an  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective  is  being  issued  to  require  replace¬ 
ment  of  the  affected  blades  on  certain 
Hartzell  propellers. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  In  less  than  thirty  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 


Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  July 
1974. 


John  M.  Cyrocki, 


Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 


2, 


[FR  Doc.74-16976  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  74-NE-9;  Amdt.  39-1898] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Pratt  &  Whitney  Model  JT3D  Engines 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  reducing  the 
discs  cyclic  life  on  Pratt  and  Whitney 
JT3D  aircraft  engines  containing  14th 
stage  compressor  disc,  P/N  657814,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  23,  1974  (39  FR  14357). 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received. 


If  a  disc  has  been  used  In  more  than  one 
engine  model,  the  disc  Is  limited  to  the  low¬ 
est  cycle  life  permitted  for  the  engine  models 
in  which  it  has  been  exposed. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  25, 1974. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  1364(c),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U  S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  3, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-15977  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  74-NE-26;  Amdt.  39-1890] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Sikorsky  Model  S-58  Helicopters 

There  have  been  reports  of  cracks  in 
the  tail  rotor  gear  box  input  and  inter¬ 
mediate  housings  which  have  resulted  in 
structural  failures  with  loss  of  tail  rotor 
control  on  Sikorsky  S-58  helicopters.  In 
addition,  there  have  been  reports  of  er¬ 
roneous  painting  of  mating  surfaces  be¬ 
tween  the  input  housing  and  the  hot 
plate  fitting  of  the  pylon  which  could 
result  in  the  loss  of  bolt  torque.  Since 
these  conditions  are  likely  to  exist  or  de¬ 
velop  in  other  helicopters  of  the  same 
type  design,  an  airworthiness  directive 
is  being  Issued  to  require  both  one  time 
and  repetitive  inspections  to  detect 
cracks  in  the  housings  and  also  erroneous 
painting  of  mating  surfaces. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  thirty 
(30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 


me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89), 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

74-GL-12  Hartzell  Propellers.  Amendment 
39-1896.  Applies  to  the  Hartzell  HC-(  )  (  ) 

Y(  )-l(  )  constant  speed  compact  series 

propellers  with  8475 (  )-(  )  and  8477 (  )- 

(  )  type  blades  used  on  but  not  limited  to 

Piper  PA-32-260  and  PA-32-300  type  aircraft. 
Propellers  with  an  “F”  designation  (eg.,  HC- 
(  )(  )Y(  )-(  )F/F8475(  )-(  ) ,  F8477 

(  )-(  ) )  are  not  affected  by  this  Airworthi¬ 

ness  Directive. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished.  To  prevent  possible 
blade  pitch  control  failures  accomplish  the 
following:  0 

(a)  Propellers  with  1000  or  more  total 
hours  In  service,  as  of  the  effective  date  of 
this  Airworthiness  Directive,  modify  and  re¬ 
place  with  equivalent  model  blades  having 
an  "F”  prefix  In  accordance  with  paragraph 
(d)  within  the  next  200  hours  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness  Di¬ 
rective. 

(b)  Propellers  with  less  than  1000  hours 
In  service,  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this 
Airworthiness  Directive,  modify  and  replace 
with  equivalent  model  blades  having  an  "F" 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 

§  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Pratt  &  Whitney.  Applies  to  all  Pratt  ft 
Whitney  Aircraft  JT3D  turbofan  engines 
containing  14th  stage  compressor  disc, 
P/N  657814. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  ensure  adequate  life  limit  margin  for 
14th  stage  compressor  discs,  P/N  657814,  the 
cyclic  life  limits  on  these  discs  have  been 
reduced  below  the  figures  currently  approved. 
Unless  already  accomplished,  remove  from 
service  14th  stage  compressor  discs  prior  to 
exceeding  the  revised  life  limit  listed  below 
or  within  the  next  25  cycles  In  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective  whichever  comes  later. 

Engine  model  Previous  life  Revised  life 

limit  (cycles)  limit  (cycles) 

JT3D-1...j=ts  19,000  10,000 

JT3D-3B _ 15,000  8,000 

rriD-7 - ss==a  15,000  5,000 


Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Sikorsky  Aircraft.  Applies  to  all  S-58  model 
series  helicopters.  Compliance  required 
as  Indicated  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  preclude  possible  failure  of  the  Input 
and/or  Intermediate  housings  of  the  tall 
rotor  gear  box  assemblly,  P/N  81635-64000 
series,  accomplish  the  following: 

1.  Within  the  next  10  hours  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  Inspect 
the  nuts  attaching  the  tall  rotor  gear  box  as¬ 
sembly  to  the  pylon  fitting  and  the  Input 
and  intermediate  housings  of  the  gear  box  In 
accordance  with  the  instructions  set  forth 
in  section  2,  paragraph  A,  of  Sikorsky  Service 
Bulletin  No.  68535-1 7 A  dated  June  4,  1974, 
or  later  FAA  approved  revision. 

2.  Within  the  next  25  hours  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  re¬ 
move  the  tall  rotor  gear  box  assembly  (P/N 
81635-64000  series)  from  the  aircraft  and 
accomplish  the  one-time  Inspection  set  forth 
in  section  2,  paragraph  B,  of  Sikorsky  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  63B35-17A  dated  June  4, 
1974,  or  later  FAA  approved  revision. 

3.  If  lightweight  Input  housing,  P/N  S1635- 
64009,  and/or  light  weight  intermediate 
housing,  P/N  81635-64010,  Is  Installed,  ac¬ 
complish  the  repetitive  Inspection  set  forth 
In  Section  2,  Paragraph  C,  of  Sikorsky  Serv- 
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ice  Bulletin  No.  68B35-17A  dated  June  4, 
1974,  or  later  FAA  approved  revision  every 
10  hours  time  In  service  after  the  inspections 
required  in  Paragraph  1  above. 

4.  Within  50  hours  time  in  service  after 
the  Inspections  required  In  Paragraph  1 
above  and  every  50  hours  time  in  service 
thereafter,  accomplish  the  following: 

a.  If  lightweight  Input  housing,  P/N 
S1635-64009,  and/or  lightweight  intermedi¬ 
ate  housing,  P/N  S163 5-64010,  is  installed. 
Inspect  In  accordance  with  Section  2,  Para¬ 
graph  D(l)  of  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  No. 
58B35— 17A  dated  June  4,  1974,  or  later  FAA 
approved  revision. 

b.  If  heavyweight  Input  housing,  P/N 
S1636-64009-3N,  and  heavyweight  Intermedi¬ 
ate  housing,  P/N  S163 5-64074,  are  both  in¬ 
stalled,  Inspect  In  accordance  with  section  2, 
Paragraph  D(2)  of  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin 
No.  68B35-17A  dated  June  4,  1974,  or  later 
FAA  approved  revision. 

e.  Inspect  the  nuts  attaching  the  tail  gear 
box  to  the  pylon  fitting  in  accordance  with 
Section  2,  Paragraph  D(3)  of  Sikorsky  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  58B35-17A  dated  June  4, 
1974,  or  later  FAA  approved  revision. 

5.  Tall  rotor  gear  box  assembly  (P/N 
SI 63 5-64000  series)  input  and  Intermediate 
housings  and  pylon  fittings  (S1620-64129) 
found  to  have  evidence  of  cracks  stall  be  re¬ 
placed  with  an  acceptable  assembly  prior  to 
further  flight.  All  other  defects  found  as  a 
result  of  the  inspections  required  by  Para¬ 
graphs  1,  2,  3,  and  4  shall  be  repaired  in 
accordance  with  Instructions  contained  in 
Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  No.  68B35-17A 
dated  June  4,  1974,  or  later  FAA  approved 
revision  prior  to  further  flight. 

6.  Upon  submittal  of  substantiating  data 
through  a  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Inspector,  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  New  England  Region,  may  adjust 
the  compliance  time. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All  persons  affected 
by  this  directive  who  have  not  already 
received  these  documents  from  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  Sikorsky  Aircraft,  Division  of 
United  Aircraft  Corporation,  Stratford, 
Connecticut  06602.  These  documents 
may  also  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  New  England  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803  and  at  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  Headquarters, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  historical  file  on  this  AD 
which  includes  the  incorporated  mate¬ 
rial  in  full  is  maintained  by  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  at  its  head¬ 
quarters  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the 
New  England  Regional  Office  in  Burling¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  27,  1974. 

(Sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1423),  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666 

(o)) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  3, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 


The  incorporation  by  reference  provisions 
In  this  document  was  approved  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19,  1967. 

(FR  Doc.74-15980  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  74-NE-25,  Amdt.  39-1899] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Sikorsky  S-61L  Helicopters 

There  have  been  reports  of  cracks  on 
the  pylon  hinge  attachment  bolts,  P/N 
S6120-65164-0,  and  in  the  upper  fuselage 
pylon  hinge  fitting  alignment  pad  and 
the  lug  bore  which  could  result  in  a 
separation  of  the  pylon  on  the  Sikorsky 
S61L  helicopters.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  helicopters 
of  the  same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  Issued  to  require  in¬ 
spection  of  the  affected  parts  for  crack 
and  rework  or  replacement  of  cracked 
parts  as  necessary. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30) 
days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  Airworthiness  Directive: 

Sikorsky  Aircraft.  Applies  to  all  Sikorsky 
S-61L  Helicopters  certificated  in  aU 
categories. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  separation  of  the  pylon 
on  the  Sikorsky  S-61L  Helicopter  due  to 
cracks  in  the  pylon  hinge  fittings  and  attach¬ 
ment  bolts,  accomplish  the  following : 

A.  For  the  upper  pylon  hinge  fittings,  P/N 
S6120-66117-0  and  -2,  and  the  lower  pylon 
hinge  fittings,  P/N  S6 120-77120-0  and  -2: 

1.  Within  the  next  25  hours  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  al¬ 
ready  accomplished,  Inspect  the  upper  and 
lower  pylon  hinge  fittings  in  accordance  with 
Paragraph  2A  of  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  No. 
61B20-13,  dated  June  13,  1974,  or  later  revi¬ 
sions  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  New  England  Region.  If  the 
fittings  are  making  contact,  conduct  a 
Fluorescent  Penetrant  Inspection  (FPI)  in 
accordance  with  Paragraph  2B  of  the  above 
referenced  Service  Bulletin. 

2.  If  crack  is  found  on  the  flat  surface  of 
the  alignment  pad,  perform  the  following 
prior  to  further  flight: 

a.  Machine  a  maximum  depth  of  .030  Inches 
from  the  flat  surface  only.  If  a  FPI  indicates 
that  a  crack  still  exists,  replace  fitting  prior 
to  further  flight. 

b.  If  crack  is  eliminated  by  machining,  re¬ 
work  in  accordance  with  Paragraph  2C  of  the 
above  referenced  Service  Bulletin. 

3.  If  crack  is  found  around  the  edge  of  the 
bushing  in  lug,  replace  fitting  prior  to  fur¬ 
ther  flight  and  rework  in  accordance  with 
Paragraph  2C  of  the  above  referenced  Service 
Bulletin. 

4.  For  those  fittings  on  which  rework  per¬ 
formed  in  accordance  with  Paragraph  2B 
above  repeat  the  inspection  set  forth  in 
Paragraph  2B  of  the  above  referenced  Service 
Bulletin  and  rework  in  accordance  with  Para¬ 
graph  2C(6)  through  (7)  of  the  above  refer¬ 
enced  Service  Bulletin  at  each  of  the  next 
three  150  hour  intervals  from  the  time  of  the 
initial  rework. 


B.  Replace  the  four  pylon  attachment  bolts, 
P/N  S6 120-65 164-0,  with  four  new  bolts, 
P/N  S6120-65164-4,  within  the  next  26  hours 
of  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
in  accordance  with  Service  Bulletin  No.  61B 
20-14,  dated  June  13,  1974,  or  later  revisions 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  New  England 
Region. 

C.  The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made 
a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  522(a)  (1). 
AU  persons  affected  by  this  directive  who 
have  not  already  received  these  documents 
from  the  manufacturer  may  obtain  copies 
upon  request  to  Sikorsky  Aircraft  Division  of 
United  Aircraft,  North  Main  Street,  Strat¬ 
ford,  Connecticut  (06602).  These  documents 
may  also  be  examined  at  the  FAA,  New  Eng¬ 
land  Region,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  Massachusetts  (01803) ,  and 
FAA  Headquarters,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  A  historical  file  on 
this  AD  which  Includes  the  Incorporated 
material  in  full  is  maintained  by  the  FAA 
at  its  headquarters  in  Washington.  D.C.,  and 
at  the  New  England  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  24,  1974. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423),  and  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  2, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 

Director,  New  England  Region. 

June  19,  1967. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  provisions 
in  this  document  was  approved  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 
1967. 

[FR  Doc.74-15981  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SW-21] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Harlingen,  Tex., 
transition  area. 

On  May  13,  1974,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  17108)  stating  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  proposed  to 
alter  the  transition  area  at  Harlingen, 
Tex. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulers 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1974,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (39  FR  440) ,  the  Harlingen, 
Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 

Harlingen,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Harlingen  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
26*13’36"  N.,  longitude  97°39'12"  W.) ;  within 
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3.5  miles  either  side  of  the  Harlingen  1LS 
localizer  north  course  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  11.5  miles  north  of 
the  outer  marker  (latitude  26*18'17.7"  N, 
longitude  97°39'28.2”  W.);  within  1.5  miles 
each  side  of  the  localizer  (latitude  26*12'48" 
N.,  longitude  97°39'31"  W.)  back  course  181* 
T  radial  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
zone  to  5.5  miles  south  of  the  localizer  and 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Harlingen 
VOR  118“  radial  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  the  VOR. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJ5.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on  July  5. 
1974. 

Albert  H.  Thurburn, 

Acting  Director. 
Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-16979  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74— SO— 48] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Amendment  of  Transition  Area  Alteration 

On  June  25,  1974,  FR  Doc.  No.  74- 
14448  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  22945),  amending  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
by  altering  the  Tifton,  Ga.,  transition 
area. 

In  the  amendment,  the  longitudinal 
ordinate  for  the  Henry  Tift  Myers  Air¬ 
port  was  published  as  86°29'06"  W.  In 
lieu  of  83*29’06"  W.  It  is  necessary  to 
amend  the  FR  Doc.  to  reflect  this  change. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  immediately,  FR  Doc.  No.  74- 
14448  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  lines  one  and  two  of  the  description 
“Se^'Oe"  W.  •  •  *M  is  deleted  and 
“•  •  •  83*29'06”  . . is  substi¬ 

tuted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (  49  UJS.C.  1348(a) )  and  of  sec.  6(C)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  July  3, 
1974. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek. 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.74-16978  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  13889;  Arndt.  No.  924] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3,  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a 


part  of  the  public  rule  making  dockets 
of  the  FAA  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97- 
696  (35  FR  5609)  . 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Cop¬ 
ies  of  SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular 
region  are  also  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  headquarters  of  that  region. 
Individual  copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  FAA  Public  Document 
Inspection  Facility,  HQ-405,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591  or  from  the  applicable  FAA 
regional  office  in  accordance  with  the 
fee  schedule  prescribed  in  49  CFR  7.85. 
This  fee  is  payable  in  advance  and  may 
be  paid  by  check,  draft  or  postal  money 
order  payable  to  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of 
all  SLAP  changes  and  additions  may  be 
obtained  by  subscription  at  an  annual 
rate  of  $150.00  per  annum  from  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJS.  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402.  Additional  copies  mailed  to 
the  same  address  may  be  ordered  for 
$30.00  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  It  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the 
dates  specified: 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR-VOR.DME  SIAPs,  effective 
August  22,  1974. 

Chicago,  Ill. — Chicago  O’Hare  Inti.  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  4L,  Arndt.  1. 

Huntington,  Ind. — Huntington  Municipal 
Arpt.,  VOR-A,  Arndt.  1. 

Macomb,  Ill. — Macomb  Municipal  Arpt, 
VOR/DME-A,  Orlg. 

Modesto,  Calif. — Modesto  City-County  Arpt, 
VOR  Rwy  28L/R,  Amdt.  4. 

Sarasota  (Bradenton) ,  Fla. — Sarasota-Bra- 
denton,  VOR  Rwy  22,  Amdt.  3. 

•  •  •  effective  July  18, 1974. 

Leesburg,  Va. — Leesburg  Municipal  (God¬ 
frey)  Field,  VOR-A,  Amdt.  I,  canceled. 
Leesburg,  Va. — Leesburg  Municipal  (God¬ 
frey)  Field,  VOR/DME  Rwy  35.  Orlg. 
Manassas,  Va. — Manassas  Munlclpal/Harry  P. 

Davis  Field,  VOR/DME-A  Orlg. 

Mart  Ins  burg,  W.  Va. — Martlnsburg  Municipal 
Arpt,  VOR-A  Amdt.  4. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  IntT.  Arpt,  VOR/ 
DME  Rwy  12,  Orlg. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  IntT.  Arpt,  VOR 
Rwy  19R,  Amdt.  1,  canceled. 

•  •  •  effective  July  1,  1974. 

Chicago  (West  Chicago) ,  Ill. — DuPage  County 
Arpt,  VOR  Rwy  10,  Amdt.  2. 

Dallas,  Tex. — Dallas  Garland  Arpt,  VOR  Rwy 
13,  Orlg,  canceled. 

Dallas,  Tex. — Dallas  Garland  Arpt,  VOR  Rwy 
31,  Orlg,  canceled, 

Hanford,  Calif. — Hanford  Municipal  Arpt, 
VOR-A,  Amdt.  2. 


Tulare,  Calif. — Tulare  Airpark,  VOR  Rwy  13. 
Orlg,  canceled. 

VlsaUa,  Calif. — Visalia  Municipal  Arpt,  VOR 
Rwy  30,  Amdt.  1. 

•  •  •  effective  June  28, 1974. 

Westfield,  Mass. — Barnes  Municipal  Arpt, 
VOR  Rwy  20,  Amdt.  15. 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
August  22, 1974. 

Benton  Harbor,  Mich. — Ross  Field,  LOC  (BC) 
Rwy  9,  Amdt.  1. 

Benton  Harbor,  Mich.— Roes  Field,  LOC  Rwy 
27,  Amdt.  4. 

Ontario,  Calif.— Ontario  IntT.  Arpt,  LOC 
(BC)  Rwy  7,  Amdt.  2. 

Sarasota  (Bradenton),  Fla. — Sarasota-Bra- 
denton  Arpt,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  13,  Amdt.  1. 

•  •  •  effective  July  25,1974. 

Rockland,  Maine — Knox  County  Regional 
Arpt,  LAC  Rwy  3,  Orlg. 

•  *  *  effective  July  18, 1974. 

Martlnsburg,  W.  V a.— Martlnsburg  Municipal 
Arpt,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  26,  Amdt.  1. 
Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  IntT  Arpt,  LOC 
(BC)  Rwy  1L,  Amdt.  3. 

•  •  •  effective  July  1,  1974. 

Chicago  (West  Chicago) ,  Ill. — DuPage  County 
Arpt,  LOC  Rwy  10,  Amdt.  1. 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  August 
22,  1974. 

Benton  Harbor,  Mich.— Ross  Field,  NDB  Rwy 
27,  Amdt.  3. 

Cairo,  Ill. — Cairo  Municipal  Arpt,  NDB  Rwy 
20,  Amdt.  1. 

Macomb,  Ill. — Macomb  Municipal  Arpt,  NDB 
Rwy  26,  Amdt.  4. 

McRae,  Ga. — Telfair-Wheeler  Arpt,  NDB  Rwy 
20,  Amdt.  2. 

Ontario,  Calif.— Ontario  IntT  Arpt,  NDB 
Rwy  25,  Amdt,  26. 

•  •  •  effective  August  15,  1974. 

Hazelton,  Pa. — Hazelton  Municipal  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  28,  Orlg,  canceled. 

•  •  •  effective  July  25,1974. 

Rockland,  Maine — Knox  County  Regional 
Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  3,  CMg. 

Rockland,  Maine — Knox  County  Regional 
Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  3,  Amdt.  6,  canceled. 

•  •  *  effective  July  18, 1974. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  IntT.  Arpt,  NDB 
Rwy  1R,  Amdt.  10. 

•  •  •  effective  June  28, 1974. 

Westfield,  Mass. — Barnes  Municipal,  NDB 
Rwy  20,  Amdt.  11. 

4.  Section  97.29  Is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS  SIAPs,  effective  August  22, 
1974. 

Ontario,  Calif. — Ontario  IntT.  Arpt,  ILS  Rwy 
25,  Amdt.  26. 

•  *  •  effective  July  18, 1974. 

Deadhorse,  Alaska — Deadhorse  Arpt,  ILS/ 
DME  Rwy  4,  Amdt.  1. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  IntT.  Arpt,  ILS 
Rwy  1R,  Amdt.  13. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  IntT  Arpt,  Ha 
Rwy  19L,  Amdt.  3. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  135— FRIDAY,  JULY  12,  1974 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


25647 


Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  Inti.  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  19R,  Arndt.  12. 

•  •  *  effective  June  28, 1974. 

Westfield,  Mass. — Barnes  Municipal  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  20,  Amdt.  1. 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RADAR  SIAPs,  effective  August 
22,  1974. 

Ontario,  Calif. — Ontario  Int’l.  Arpt.,  RADAR- 
1,  Amdt.  5. 

*  *  •  effective  July  18,1974. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  Inti.  Arpt., 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  6. 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  originat¬ 
ing,  amending,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  August  22, 
1974. 

San  Juan,  P.R. — Puerto  Rico  Int’l.  Arpt., 
RNAV  Rwy  10,  Orig. 

*  *  •  effective  July  18, 1974. 

Leesburg,  Va. — Leesburg  Municipal  (God¬ 
frey)  Field,  RNAV  Rwy  17,  Amdt.  3. 
Manassas,  Va. — Mannassa  Municipal/Harry 
P.  Davis  Field,  RNAV  Rwy  16,  Amdt.  2. 
Washington,  D.C.— Dulles  Inti.  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  1R,  Amdt.  1. 

Washington,  D.C. — Dulles  Inti.  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  12,  Amdt.  2. 

Washington,  D.C.— Dulles  Inti.  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  19R,  Amdt.  1. 

Correction 

In  Docket  No.  13842,  Amendment  922, 
to  Part  97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regula¬ 
tions,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
dated  June  26, 1974,  on  page  23052,  under 
§  97.27,  effective  August  15, 1974 — Change 
effective  date  of  Clinton,  Mo. — Clinton 
Memorial  Airport,  NDB  Rwy  22,  Orig.,  to 
September  12, 1974. 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1948;  (49  U.S.C.  1438,  1364,  1421,  1510). 
sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
(49  U.S.C.  1656(c)  and  6  U.S.C.  662(a)(1))) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  3, 
1974. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief,  Aircraft  Programs 

Division. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  In  1$  97.10  and  97.20  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969  (36  FR  6610). 

(FR  Doc.74-15976  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


Title  18 — Conservation  of  Power  and 
Water  Resources 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES 

[Docket  No.  R-368;  Order  No.  388-A] 

PART  1— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  AND 
PROCEDURE 

Termination  of  Reporting  Requirement; 
Correction 

July  2, 1974. 

The  following  corrections  are  made  to 
FR  Doc.  74-11860  issued  May  16,  1974, 
and  published  at  39  FR  18093,  on  May  23, 
1974: 

Ordering  paragraph  B  (page  18093)  is 
redesignated  as  ordering  paragraph  C 
and  a  new  ordering  paragraph  B  is  added 
as  follows: 

(B)  Effective  upon  issuance  of  this 
order,  5  1.36(c)(1)  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  from  Subdivision  (ii)  the  paren¬ 
thetical  phrase  “(except  for  the  ‘Cur¬ 
tailments  of  Main  Line  Industrial  Cus¬ 
tomers’  reports  filed  as  a  supplement  to 
Form  No.  2)".  As  amended  that  Sub¬ 
division  reads  as  follows: 

§  1.36  Public  information  and  requests, 
(c)  Public  records. 

***** 

(1)  *  *  * 

(ii)  financial  and  statistical  and  other 
reports  to  the  Commission,  power  sys¬ 
tem  statements,  *  *  * 

•  *  *  *  * 
Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15942  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am) 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL 

PART  2— ADMINISTRATIVE  FUNCTIONS, 
PRACTICES,  AND  PROCEDURES 

Subpart  H — Delegations  of  Authority 

Amendment  of  Delegations  of  Authority 
Relating  to  Certification  of  Insulin  and 
Antibiotics 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Is  amending  “Part  2 — Administrative 
Functions,  Practices,  and  Procedures” 
(21  CFR  Part  2)  to  provide  for  revised 
delegations  relating  to  authority  to  cer¬ 
tify  insulin  and  antibiotics.  The  Certifi¬ 


cation  Services  Staff  has  been  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Office  of  Compliance  of  the 
Bureau  of  Drugs.  This  amendment  trans¬ 
fers  the  authority  to  that  office. 

Further  redelegation  of  the  authority 
redelegated  hereby  is  not  authorized.  Au¬ 
thority  redelegated  hereby  to  a  position 
by  title  may  be  exercised  by  a  person 
officially  designated  to  serve  in  such  posi¬ 
tion  in  an  acting  capacity  or  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis,  unless  prohibited  by  a  re¬ 
striction  written  into  the  document 
designating  him  as  “acting”  or  unless 
not  legally  permissible. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  701(a),  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.S.C. 
371(a))  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
Part  2  is  amended  in  5  2.121  by  revising 
paragraphs  (h)  and  (i)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.121  Redelegations  of  authority  from 
the  Commissioner  to  other  officers  of 
the  Administration. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(h)  Delegations  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  insulin.  The  Director  and  Deputy 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs,  the  Di¬ 
rector  and  Deputy  Director  of  the  Office 
of  Compliance  of  that  Bureau,  and  the 
Chief  and  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Cer¬ 
tification  Services  Staff  of  that  Office 
and  Bureau  are  authorized  to  certify  or 
reject  batches  of  drugs  containing  in¬ 
sulin,  pursuant  to  section  506(a)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

(i)  Delegations  regarding  certification 
of  antibiotic  drugs.  The  Director  and 
Deputy  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs, 
the  Director  and  Deputy  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Compliance  of  that  Bureau,  and 
the  Chief  and  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Cer¬ 
tification  Services  Staff  of  that  Office  and 
Bureau  are  authorized  to  certify  or  reject 
batches  of  antibiotic  drugs,  or  any  deriv¬ 
ative  of  these  drugs,  pursuant  to  sections 
507(a)  and  512  (n)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

•  •  •  *  * 
Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  July  12,  1974. 

(Sec.  701(a),  52  Stat.  1065;  (21  U.S.C.  371 

(a))) 

Dated:  July  8, 1974. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.74-15990  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am[ 
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Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X — FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-3091 

PART  1914 — AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  bv 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for 
each  listed  community.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  fourth  column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates 
whether  the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emereencv 
or  the  regular  flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows:  K  y 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 


Effective  date 

State  County  Location  of  authorisation  Hazard  area  State  map,  repository  Local  man  mnosltorv 

of  sale  of  flood  identified  p  repository 

Insurance  for  area 


Arkansas . 

...  Brevard . . 

..  Brinkley,  city  of . . 

..  Melbourne,  city  of... . 

.  July  5, 1974. 
Emergency 
. do . 

May  10, 1974  . 

Do . 

...  Broward . 

..  North  Lauderdale,  city  oi. 

. do . 

..  Feb.  22,1974  . 

...  Goodhue . 

..  Red  Wing,  city  of . 

. do . 

..Mar.  8,1974  .. 

Do . 

..  Brownsdale,city  of . . 

. do . 

.  May  10,1974  . 

Do . 

...  Norman . 

..  Hendrum,  city  of.. . 

. do . 

Do . 

_ Steams . 

..  Sarte.il,  city  of . 

.  . do . 

..  Nov.  2,1973  . 

..  Hillsdale,  town  of . . 

.  .  .do . 

_  . 

Do . 

_ Nassau . 

..  Roslyn,  village  of . 

. do . . 

Do . 

....  St.  LawTence... 

..  Norwood,  village  of . 

. . do . 

Do  ...  . 

..  Potsdam,  town  of . 

. do . 

Do . 

. .  Avoca,  village  of . 

. do . 

..  Apr.  12,1974  . 

Oregon . 

_ Umatilla . 

. .  Pilot  Rock,  city  of . 

. do . 

..  Nov.  16,1973  . 

Pennsylvania . Allegheny . Leet,  township  of . do . May  31,1974  . 

Do _ Washington . California,  borough  of . . . do... . . . . . mi.m 

Texas . Ellis . Ferris,  city  of . do .  Feb.  1,1974  ;... 

Virginia .  Rockingham . Broadway,  town  of . do . May  17, 1974  . 

Wisconsin . Trempealeau . Independence,  city  of . do . Dee.  17,1973  . 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (83  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969),  (42  USC  4001-4127);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680.  Feb  27, 1969) 


Issued:  July  2, 1974. 


[FR  Doc.74-16777  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


George  K.  Berstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


[Docket  No.  FI -3 10] 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF  SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 
List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard  Areas 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator  finds  that  comment  and  public  procedure  and  the  use  of  delayed  effective  dates  in 
identifying  the  areas  of  communities  which  have  special  flood  or  mudslide  hazards,  in  accordance  with  24  CFR  Part  1915, 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The  purpose  of  such  identifications  is  to  guide  new  development  away  from  areas 
threatened  by  flooding.  Since  this  publication  is  merely  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the  public  of  the  location  of  areas  of 
special  flood  hazard  and  has  no  binding  effect  on  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  or  the  commencement  of  construction,  notice 
and  public  procedure  are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  Interest.  Inasmuch  as  this  publication  is  not 
a  substantive  rule,  the  identification  of  special  hazard  areas  shall  be  effective  on  the  date  shown.  Accordingly,  §  1915.3  is 
amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as  follows; 

§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  special  hazard  areas. 

•  *•**•• 


Slate  County  Location 


Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  hazard 


Alabama........  St.  Clair.. ..r.v.: 


Do......-..r.  8helby. 


Asbville,  city  of.—  H  010183  01 
through 
H  010186  03 


Pelham,  U*t  of.  >  H  010193  01 
through 
H  010193  04 


Alabama  Development  Office,  Office  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Ashvflle,  Ala  88953.  Tune  21, 1974. 
of  State  Planning,  State  Office 
Bldg.,  SOI  Dexter  Ave.,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Ala  30104. 

Alabama  Insurance  Department, 

Room  4S3,  Administrative  Bldg-, 

Montgomery,  Ala  36104.  _  _ _  _  _  _ 

c _ do . .  Mayor,  Box  «,  Ctty  Hall,  Pelham.  Do. 

Ala  36134. 
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State  County  *  to  teflon  Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  haxard 


ilnte  North  Slope  Barrow,  city  of.™  H  02002*  01 

Borough.  through 

H  020026  06 


Arkansas _ r_=_  Drew...™.s.r.i.  Wilmar,  city  of..;.  H  060076  01 


Do _ Van  Buren._i_.___  Clinton,  city  of.. 

Do._-__i...ii  Woodruff — ..—i_  Cotton  Plant, 
city  of. 

California..  Los  Angele*—.=_=.  South  El  Monte, 

city  of. 


..  H  050211  01. 

H  050231  01 

H  060162  01 
through 
H  060162  02 


Do . _____  San  Mateo  Portola  Valley, 

town  of. 

Connecticut.. _=_  New  Haven. ......  North  Branford 

town  of. 


H  065052  01 
through 
H  065052  04 
H  090085  01 
through 
H  090085  04 


Do _ _ do - - 

Florida . .  Lafayette. 


Prospect  .town  of..  H  090151  01 
through 
H  090151  06 
Mayo,  town  of . H  120132  01 


Georgia . Elbert . Elberton,  city  of._  H  130077  01 

'  through 
H  130077  02 


H  130141  01 
through 
H  130141  02 
H-  160002  01 
through 
H  J 00002  12 


Illinois .  Cook .  Evanston,  city  of—  H  170090  01 

through 
H  170090  03 


Do _ Murray . Chatsworth, 

town  of. 

Idaho . . . Ada . Boise,  city  of. 


Do . do . . Riverdale,  village  H  170150  01 

of.  through 

H  170150  02 

Do _ do _ Wilmette,  village  H  170175  01 

of.  through 

H  170175  02 

Indiana.....-..-  Stark . Hamlet,  city  of....  H  180241  01 

through 
H  180241  02 


Iowa _ r.-..r.r.  Soott.— Davenport,  city  of  H  190242  01 

through 
H  190242  18 


Kansas _ Cook _ Stockton,  city  of..  H  200305  01. 


Main*-— Aroostook.. Mars  Hill,  town  of.  H  230028  01 

through 
H  230026  11 


Do-jiciae  Franklin .tkv.rk  New  Sharon,  H  230059  01 
town  of.  through 

H  230059  08 


Department  of  Community  and  Mayor,  City  of  Barrow,  Box  607, 
Regional  Affairs,  Division  of  Com-  Barrow,  Alaska  99723. 
munity  Research  and  Planning 
Pouch  B,  Juneau,  Alaska  99801. 

Alaska  Division  of  Insurance,  Room 
410,  Goldstein  Bldg.,  Pouch  D, 

Juneau,  Alaska  99801. 

.  Division  of  Soil  and  Water  Resources,  Mayor,  City  of  Wilmar,  City  Hall, 
State  Department  of  Commerce,  Wilmar,  Ark.  71675. 

1920  West  Capitol  Ave.,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

Arkansas  Insurance  Department, 

P.O.  Box  388,  Little  ROck,  Ark. 

72204. 

_ do . Mayor,  City  of  Clinton,  Clinton,  Ark. 

72031. 

. . do . Mayor,  City  of  Cotton  Plant,  Cotton 

Plant,  Ark.  72036. 

Department  of  Water  Resources,  P.O.  South  El  Monte  City  Hall,  1415  Santa 
Box  388,  Sacramento,  Calif.  95802.  Anita  Ave.,  South  El  Monte,  Calif. 

91733. 

California  Insurance  Department,  107 
South  Broadway,  Los  Angeles, 

Calif.  90012. 

. do .  Portola  Valley  Town  Hall,  Town  of 

Portola  Valley,  4141  Alpine  Rd_ 
Portola  Valley,  Calif.  94025. 

Department  of  Environmental  Protcc-  Administration  Bldg.,  Foxon  Rd., 
tion,  Division  of  Water  and  Related  North  Branford,  Conn.  06471. 
Resources,  Room  207,  State  Office 
Bldg.,  Hartford,  Conn.  06115. 

Connecticut  Insurance  Department, 

State  Capitol  Bldg.,  165  Capitol 
Ave.,  Hartford,  Conn.  06115. 

_ do._ . .  Mayor,  Town  of  Prospect,  Prospect, 

Conn.  06712. 

Department  of  Community  Affairs,  Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Mayo,  Fla.  32066.. 
2571  Ex.  Center  Circle  East,  Howard 
Bldg.,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32304. 

State  of  Florida  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  Treasurer’s  Office,  The  Capi¬ 
tol,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32304. 

Department  of  Natural  Resources,  City  Manager,  Municipal  Bldg.,  El- 
Office  of  Planning  and  Research,  berton,  Ga.  30635. 

270  Washington  St.  SW.,  Room  707, 

Atlanta,  Ga.  30334. 

Georgia  Insurance  Department,  State 
Capitol,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30334. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Chatsworth,  Ga. 

30705. 

Department  of  Water  Administration,  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Box  500,  Boise, 
State  House,  Annex  2,  Boise,  Idaho  Idaho  83701. 

83707. 

Idaho  Department,  of  Insurance,  Room 
206,  Statehouse,  Boise,  Idaho  83707. 

Governor’s  Task  Force  on  Flood  Mayor,  City  of  Evanston,  Evanston, 
Control,  P.O.  Box  475,  Lisle,  Ill.  111.60218. 

60532. 

Illinois  Insurance  Department,  525 
West  Jefferson  St.,  Springfield,  111. 

62702. 

_ do .  Municipal  Bldg.,  Village  of  Riverdale, 

142d  and  Stewart  Ave.,  Riverdale, 
Iff.  60627. 

_ do .  . Municipal  Bldg.,  Village  of  Wilmette, 

1200  Wilmette  Ave.,  Wilmette,  Ill. 
60091. 

Division  of  Water,  Department  of  President,  Hamlet  Town  Board,  City 
Natural  Resources,  608  State  Office  Hall,  Hamlet,  Ind.  46532. 

Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

Indiana  Insurance  Department,  509 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

46204. 

Iowa  Natural  Resources  Council,  City  of  Davenport,  Davenport  City 
James  W.  Grimos  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Hall,  226  West  4th  St.,  Davenport, 
Iowa  50319.  Iowa  52801. 

Iowa  Insurance  Department,  Lucas 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50319. 

...  Division  of  Water  Resources,  State  Mayor,  City  Building,  City  of  Stock- 
Board  of  Agriculture,  Topeka,  Kans.  ton,  Stockton,  Eans.  67669. 

66612. 

Kansas  Insurance  Department,  1st 
Floor,  State  House,  Topeka,  Kans. 

66612. 

Maine  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  1st  Selectman,  Town  Office,  Town  of 
Commission,  State  House,  Augusta,  Mars  llill,  Mars  Hill,  Maine  04758. 
Maine  04330. 

Maine  Insurance  Department,  Capitol 
Shopping  Center,  Augusta,  Maine 
04330. 

i_..do . 1st  Selectman,  Town  Office,  Town  of 

New  Sharon,  New  Sharon,  Maine 
04955. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


9 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 
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State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

State  map  repository 

Do 

.  York . 

...  York,  town  of...— 

H  230159  01 

through 

H  230159  16 

...  Cambridge,  dtv  of  H  260186  01 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  Water 
Resources  Commission,  State  Office 

through 

H  230186  05 

Bldg.,  100  Cambridge  8t.,  Boston, 
Mass.  02202. 

Massachusetts  Division  of  Insurance, 

100  Cambridge  St.,  Boston,  Mass. 
02202. 

Do 

...  Avon,  town  of . 

H  250231  01 

through 

H  260231  03 

...  Augres,  township 

H  260013  01 

Water  Resources  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Water  Management,  Stevens  T. 

of: 

through 

H  260013  11 

Mason  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  48926. 
Michigan  Insurance  Bureau,  111 
North  Homer  St.,  Lansing,  Mich. 
48913. 

Do 

...  New  Buffalo, 

n  260038  01 . 

city  of. 

Do . 

...  Petoskey,  city  of. 

H  260072  01 

. do . . . . . 

through 

H 260072  02 

Do . 

_  Genesee . . 

...  Fenton,  city  of _ 

H  260075  01 

. do . .T. _ 

through 

H  260075  02 

Do . 

...  Ida,  township  of.. 

H  260147  01 

. do. . 

through 

H  280147  11 

Do 

H  260189  01 

through 

H  260189  07 

...  Wadena,  city  of .. . 

H  270495  01 

Division  of  Waters,  Soils  and  Minerals, 
Department  of  Natural  Resources, 

through 

H  270495  02 

Centennial  Office,  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55101. 

Minnesota  Division  of  Insurance, 

R-210  State  Office  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55101. 

Mississippi . 

.  Chickasaw . 

...  Okolona,  city  of... 

H  280031  01 

Mississippi  Research  and  Develop- 

through 

ment  Center,  P.O.  Drawer  2470, 

H  280031  02 

Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 

Mississippi  Insurance  Department, 

910  Woolfolk  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  79, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 

Do . 

..  Clat . 

...  West  Point, 

H  280037  01 

. do . . . 

city  of. 

through 

H  280037  02 

Do . 

..  Yazoo . 

_  Yazoo  City, 

H  280189  01 

. do . 

city  of. 

through 

H  280189  03 

Do . 

..  Humphreys _ 

...  Isola,  town  of . 

H  280190  01.... 

. do . . 

Missouri . 

..  Jasper  and 
Newton. 

Joplin,  city  of . 

H  290183  01 

Water  Resources  Board,  P.O.  Box  271, 

_  through 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 

Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
flood  hazard 


Saginaw,  Mich.  48601. 


322,  West  Point,  Miss.  29773. 


H  290183  17 


Do .  Stone . Kimberiing  City,  H  290432  01 

city  of.  through 

H  290432  08 

Nebraska . Washington _ Blair,  city  of _ H  310228  01 

through 
H  310228  03 


New 

Hampshire. 


Carroll. 


Ossipee,  town  of...  H  330016  01 
through 
H  330016  06 


Do .  Grafton . Bristol,  town  of...  H  330047  01 

through 
H  330047  08 

Do .  Strafford .  Lee,  town  of . .  H  330148  01 

through 
H  330148  03 

New  Jersey . Camden . Pine  Hill,  H  340143  01 

borough  of.  through 

H  340143  02 


Chairman,  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town, 
of  York,  York,  Maine  03909. 

City  Manager,  City  Hall,  City  of 
Cambridge,  Cambridge,  Mass.  02139. 

City  Manager,  City  Hall,  City  of 
Cambridge,  Cambridge,  Mass  02139. 

Chairman,  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town 
Hall,  Avon,  Mass.  02322. 

Ms.  Lavon,  Clerk,  Augres  Township, 
Omer,  Mich.  48749. 


Ms.  Joan  Weishaupt,  Clerk,  City  of 
New  Buffalo,  City  Hall.  224  West 
Buffalo,  New  Buffalo,  Mich.  44917. 
City  Manager,  City-County  Bldg., 
Petoskey,  Mich.  49770. 

Mayor,  City  of  Fenton,  Fenton,  Mich. 
48430. 


Mich.  48161. 


Do .  Middlesex... 

Do . . Monmouth.. 

Do . . Hunterdon. 


Perth  Amboy, 
city  of. 

Eatontown, 
borough  of; 


High  Bridge, 
borough  of. 

New  Mexico . Lea . . Lovington, 

city  of. 


H  340272  01 
through 
H  340272  02 
II  340293  01 
through 
II  340293  02 
H  340506  01.. 

H  350031  01 
through 
H  350031  03 


mission,  City  of  Yazoo  City,  Yazoo 
City,  Miss.  39194. 

Walter  Sory,  Town  Clerk.  Town  Hall, 
Town  of  Isola,  Iso  la,  Miss.  38764. 
Director  of  Public  Works,  City  of 
Joplin,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 

Division  of  Insurance,  P.O.  Box  690, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 

. do . Mayor,  City  of  Kimberiing  City, 

Kimberiing  City,  Mo.  66686. 

Nebraska  Natural  Resources  Com-  Mayor,  City  of  Blair,  Blair,  Nebr. 
mission,  P.O.  Box  94726,  State  68008. 

House  Station,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

68609. 

Nebraska  Insurance  Department,  1336 
L  St.,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68609. 

Office  of  State  Planning,  Division  of  Selectmen,  Town  of  Ossipee,  Ossipee, 
Community  Planning,  State  House  N.Y.  03864. 

Annex,  Concord,  New  Hampshire 
03301. 

New  Hampshire  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  78  North  Main  8t.,  Concord, 

N.H.  03301. 

. do . . . Chairman,  Planning  Board,  Town 

of  Bristol,  Bristol,  N.H.  03222. 

. do .  Chairman,  Board  of  Selectmen  of  Lee, 

Town  of  Lee,  Durham,  N.H.  03824. 

Bureau  of  Water  Control,  Depart-  Mayor,  Borough  of  Pine  HID,  48  Wert 
ment  of  Environmental  Protection,  6th  Ave., Pine  Hill, NJ. 08021; 

P.O.  Box  1390,  Trenton,  NJ.  06625. 

New  Jersey  Department  of  Insurance, 

State  House  Annex,  Trenton,  N  J; 

08625. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  260  High  Street, 

City  of  Perth  Amboy,  Perth  Am¬ 
boy ,  N.J.  08861. 

_ do . Mayor,  Borough  of  Eatontown,  47 

Broad  Sts,  Eatontown, 


.do. 


State  Engineer's  Office  Bataan,  Me¬ 
morial  Bldg.,  Santa  Fa,  N.  M ex- 
87  501. 

New  Mexico  Department  of  Insur¬ 
ance,  P.O.  Box  1269,  Santa  Fe, 
N.Mex.  87501. 


Mayor,  Borough  of  High  Bridge,  High 
Bridge,  NJ.  08824i 

Mayor,  city  Hall,  City  of  Lovington; 
Lovington,  N.  Mex.  86260. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Doi 

Dm 

Dee 

Dot 

Dm 
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8  tat*  County  Location 


Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  hazard 


New  'York . Delaware. . 


Deposit,  town  of. .  H  360195  01 
through 
H  360195  05 


New  York  State  Department  of  En-  Mayor,  Town  of  Deposit,  Deposit, 
vironmental  Conservation,  Division  N.Y.  13764. 
of  Resources  Management  Services, 

Bureau  of  Water  Management,  Al¬ 
bany,  N.Y.  12201. 

New  York  State  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  123  William  St.,  New  York, 

N.Y.  10038. 


Do . 

H  360220  01 

of. 

through 

H  360220  02 

Do . 

.  Oloversville,  city 

H  360275  01 

_ do... 

of. 

through 

H  360275  03 

Do . 

_ Nassau - 

.  _  _  Lawrence,  village 

H  360476  01 

- do.. 

of. 

through 

H  360476  08 

Do . 

II  360480  01 

village  of. 

through 
n  360180  02 

Do . 

_  Saratoga . 

_ Halfmoon,  town 

H  360719  01 

. do.. 

of. 

through 

II  360719  10 

Do . 

_ Northumberland, 

H  360725  01 

_ do.. 

town  of. 

through 

H  360725  13 

Do . 

_ Fallsburg,  town  of. 

H  360819  01 

_ do.. 

through 

H  360819  11 

Do . 

. . do . 

. Liberty,  town  of.. 

H  360823  01 

_ do.. 

through 

H  360823  09 

Do . . 

. . do . 

_  Neversink,  town 

H  360828  01 

. do.. 

of. 

through 

H  360828  11 

Do . 

H  360865  01 

. do.. 

town  of. 

through 

H36  0865  05 

Do _ 

. Chemung _ 

. .  Van  Etten,  town 

H  361045  01 

_ do. 

lerton,  Millerton,  N.Y.  12546. 


ville,  Oloversville,  N.Y.  12078. 

tayor,  Village  of  Lawrence,  196  Ce 
tral  Ave.,  Lawrence,  N.Y.  11559. 


sepequa  Park,  Massepequa  Park, 
N.Y.  11762. 

supervisor,  Town  of  Halfmoon,  c/o 
Board  of  Supervisors,  Municipal 
Center,  Ballston  Spa,  N.Y.  12020. 
supervisor.  Town  of  Northumberland, 
c/o  Board  of  Supervisors,  Municipal 
Center,  Ballston  Spa,  N.Y.  12020. 
'own  Supervisor,  Town  of  Fallsburg, 
Fallsburg,  N.Y.  12733. 


Sherwood  Bldg.,  Liberty,  N.Y. 
12754. 


State 

12740. 


Rd.,  Grahamsville,  N.Y. 


H  361045  05 

North  Carolina.  Gaston .  Gastonia,  city  of. .  H  370100  01 

through 
H  373100  08 


Ohio . Fairfield. 


Baltimore,  village  H  390159  01 
of.  through 

II  390159  02 


Do _ Licking 


Do. 


_ Alexandria, 

village  of. 

Pike . Waverly,  city  of.. 


Erie .  Margaretta, 

township  of. 


Pennsylvania...  Allegheny  . Green  tree, 

borough  of. 


H  390329  01.. 

H  390452  01 
through 
H  390452  02 
H  390596  01 
through 
H  390.596  11 
H  420040  01 . 


North  Carolina  Office  of  Water  and 
Air  Resources,  Department  of  Na¬ 
tural  and  Economic  Resources,  P.O. 
Box  27687,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

North  Carolina  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  P.O.  Box  26387,  Raleigh, 
N.C.  27611. 

Ohio  Deptarment  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources,  Fountain  Square,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43224. 

Ohio  Insurance  Department,  115  East 
Rich  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

. do . 


gunk,  Wail  kill,  N.Y.  12589. 


Van  Etten,  N.Y.  14889. 

Mr.  Nevette  E.  Kaylor,  Jr.,  Inspection 
Division  of  Planning  Department, 
P.O.  Box  1748,  Gastonia,  N.C.  28052. 


Mayor,  Municipal  Bldg.,  Village  of 
Baltimore,  Baltimore,  Ohio  43105. 


.do. 


Mayor,  Village  of  Alexandria,  City 
Hall,  Alexandria,  Ohio  43001. 

Mavor,  City  of  Waverly,  City  Hall, 
Waverly,  Ohio  45690. 

. do . . . Margaretta  Township  Board  of  Trus¬ 
tees,  Box  154,  Castalia,  Ohio  44824. 

Department  of  Community  Affairs,  Mayor,  Borough  of  Greentree,  978 

Greentree  Rd.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15220. 


17120. 

Do . 

.  Chester . 

..  West  Goshen, 

H  420293  01 

_ do.. 

township  of. 

through 

H  420293  04 

Do . 

..  Saegertown, 

H  402352  01 

. do.. 

borough  of. 

Do . 

..  Springboro 

H  420353  01 

. do.. 

borough  of. 

through 

Do _ 

H  420353  02 

H  420471  01 

borough  of. 

through 

H  420471  02 

Do. _ 

..  West  Leechburg, 

H  240905  01 

. do. 

borough  of. 

through 

Do.... 

. . do . 

..  Youngwood, 
borough  of. 

H  420908  01 

. do.. 

through 

Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17120. 

Pennsylvania  Insurance  Department, 
108  Finance  Bldg.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 


South  Carolina..  Marion .  Marion,  city  of _ 


H  420908  03 

H  450142  01 
through 
H  450142  02 


ship  of  West  Goshen,  Wost  Chester, 
Pa.  19380. 

dayor,  Borough  of  Saegertown, 
Saegertown,  Pa.  16433. 
dayor,  Borough  of  Sprtngboro, 
Springboro,  Pa.  16435. 


cersburg,  Mercersburg,  Pa.  17236. 


Rural  Delivery  4,  Leechburg,  Pa. 

15656. 

layor,  Borough  of  Youngwood, 
Youngwood,  Pa.  15697. 


South  Carolina  Water  Resources  Com-  City  Administrator,  City  of  Marion, 


mission,  P.O.  Drawer  164, 700  Knox 
Abbott  Dr.,  Cayce,  S.C.  29033. 

South  Carolina  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  2711  Middleburg  St.,  Colum¬ 
bia,  S.C.  29204. 


Do . 

Do . 

....  Sumter . 

_ Sumter,  city  of... 

..  H  450185  01 
through 

H  450185  04 

H  450114  01 . . 

. do . . 

Do 

town  of. 

H  450136  01. . 

. do . 

town  of" 

P.O.  Box  996,  Marion,  S.C.  29571. 


Boi  1449,  City  Hall,  Sumter,  S.C. 
29150. 

layor.  City  of  Rldgeland,  Rldgeland. 
S.C.  29936. 

iowena  Myers,  Mayor,  Route  2.  Pine 
Ridge  Dr.,  Town  of  Pine  Ridge, 

West  Columbia,  S.C.  29169. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State  County  Location  Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 

_  of  identification 

Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  hazard 


Tennessee..™—  Gibson _  . Bradford,  town  of.  H  470057  01 


Do. 

.  Gainesboro, 
city  of. 

H  470096  01 
through 

H  470096  02 

Do.. 

.  Greenbrier, 
city  of. 

H  470161  01 
through 

H  470161  02 

Utah.. 

.  Duchesne,  city  of..  H  490055  01. 

Do..;.———  Wasatch..—.———  Heber  City,  city  H  490166  01. 
of. 

Do.-==^=:  Weber _ r.r...r...  Huntsville,  town  H  490188  01 . 

of. 

Do.™— —v™—  .do _ Ogden,  city  of..™  H  490189  01 

through 
H  490189  08 

Vermont..;™..  Franklin..;.....;.  Montgomery,  H  500056  01 
town  of.  through 

H  50056  04 


Do......;.—  Lamiolle. 

Do....—;.—  Windham, 


Virginia..;;...;.  Independent. 


_ Johnson,  town  of—  H  500063  01 

through 
H  500  63  05 

_ Putney,  town  of...  H  500134  01 

through 
H  500134  04 

....  Rockingham,  H  500135  01 

town  ot  through 

H  500135  04 
Fredericksburg,  H  510065  01 

city  of  -through 

H  510065  02 


Do... . Isle  of  Wight......  Smlthfield,  town  H  510081  01 

of.  through 

H  510081  02 

Do..;—.—;.  Southampton...;.  Boykins,  town  of..  H  61  175  0270  01 

through 

H  61  175  0270  02 

Washington...;.  Grays  Harbor......  Aberdeen,  city  of..  H  530068  01 

through 
H  530058  08 


Wisconsin . Outagamie . Combined  Locks,  H  550304  01 

village  of 


Do . 

—  Polk . 

_ Frederic,  village 

of. 

H  550334  01. 

Do . 

_ Waukesha _ 

_ Muskego,  city  of. 

.  H  550486  01 
through 

H  550486  11 

Do . 

. do . 

_ New  Berlin, 

city  of. 

H  550487  01 
through 

H  550487  12 

Tennessee  State  Planning  Office,  660  Walton  French,  Mayor,  Town  of  Do. 
Capitol  Hill  Bldg.,  Nashville,  Bradford,  Bradford,  Tenn.  38316. 

Tenn.  37219. 

Tennessee  Department  of  Insurance 
and  Banking,  114  State  Office  Bldg., 

Nashville,  Tenn.  37219. 


-do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  City  of  Gainesboro,  Do. 

Gainesboro,  Tenn.  38562. 

do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  City  of  Greenbrier,  Do. 

Tenn.  37073. 


Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Mayor,  Duchesne  City  Office,  City  of  Do 
Division  of  Water  Resources,  State  Duchesne,  Duchesne,  Utah  84021. 

Capitol  Bldg.,  Room  435,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84111. 

Utah  Insurance  Department,  115 
State  Capitol,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84114. 


do . Mayor,  Municipal  Building,  City  of  Do. 

Heber  City,  Heber  City,  Utah 
84032. 

do . . . Mayor,  Town  of  Huntsville,  7355  East  Do. 

200  South,  Huntsville,  Utah  84317. 

-do .  City  Manager,  Municipal  Bldg.,  City  Do. 

of  Ogden,  Ogden,  Utah  84401. 


Management  and  Engineering  Divi-  Chairman,  Montgomery  Board  of  Do. 
sion,  Water  Resources  Department,  Selectmen,  c/o  Town  Clerk,  Town  of 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Montpelier,  Vt.  Montgomery,  Montgomery  Center, 

05602.  Vt.  05471. 

Vermont  Insurance  Department, 

State  Office  Bldg.,  Montpelier,  Vt. 

05602. 

. do . . Chairman,  Johnson  Board  of  Select-  Do. 

men,  Town  of  Johnson,  Johnson, 

Vt.  05656. 

. do . .  Chairman,  Putney  Board  of  Select-  Do. 

men,  Town  of  Putney,  Putney,  Vt. 

05346. 

. do . . . Chairman,  Rockingham  Board  of  Do. 

Selectmen,  Town  of  Rockingham, 

Bellows  Falls,  Vt.  05101. 

Bureau  of  Water  Control  Manage-  City  Manager.  City  of  Fredericks-  Do. 
ment.  State  Water  Control  Board,  burg.  Box  239,  Fredericksburg,  Va. 

P.O.  Box  11143,  Richmond,  Va.  22401. 

23230. 

Virginia  Insurance  Department,  700 
Blanton  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1157, 

Richmond,  Va.  23209. 

. do . Town  of  Smithfield,  Town  Manager,  Do. 

Smithfield,  Va.  23430. 

. do . Administrator  of  Zoning  Commission,  May  31,  1974. 

County  Courthouse,  Courtland, 

Va.  23837. 

Department  of  Ecology,  Olympia,  City  Engineer,  City  Hall,  City  of  June  21, 1974. 

Wash.  98501.  Aberdeen,  200  East  Market  St., 

Washington  Insurance  Department,  Aberdeen,  Wash.  98520. 

Insurance  Bldg.,  Olympia,  Wash. 

98501. 

.  Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Village  President,  Village  of  Com-  Do. 
P.O.  Box  450,  Madison,  Wis.  53701.  bined  Locks,  Combined  Locks,  Wis. 

54113. 

Wisconsin  Insurance  Department, 

212  North  Bassett  St.,  Madison,  Wis. 

53703. 


do . Village  President,  Village  of  Frederic,  Do. 

Frederic,  Wis.  54837. 

-do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  City  of  Muskego,  Do. 

Muskego,  Wis.  53150. 

-do . Director  of  Public  Works,  City  of  New  Do. 

Berlin,  16300  West  National  Ave., 

New  Berlin,  Wis.  53151. 


(Notional  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  Xm  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  Dec.  24,  19  69),  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4127);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 

Issued:  July  2, 1974. 


George  K.  Berstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


Title  36 — Parks,  Forests  and  Public 
Property 

CHAPTER  I— NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  7— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS,  AREAS 
OF  THE  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Yellowstone  National  Park,  Wyoming; 
Fishing 

A  proposal  was  published  at  page  9982 
of  the  Federal  Register  of  March  15, 


[FR  Doc.74-15778  Filed  7-ll-74;8 :45  amj 


1974,  to  amend  paragraph  (e)  of  8  7.13 
of  Title  36  of  the  “Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.”  The  purpose  of  this  amendment 
is  to  protect  the  fishery  resource  and,  at 
the  same  time,  provide  a  high-quality 
angling  experience  for  park  visitors. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
comments,  suggestions  or  objections  have 


been  receved  and  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  is  hereby  adopted  without  change 
and  is  set  forth  below.  This  amendment 
shall  take  effect  on  August  12,  1974. 

(5  Ufl.C.  553;  Stat.  535;  (16  U.S.C.  3) ) 

Paragraph  (e)  §  7.13  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  7.13  Yellowstone  National  Park. 

*  «  •  •  • 
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(e)  Fishing 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  Closed  Waters 

•  •  •  •  • 

(lx)  Other  Park  Waters  •  •  •  [Re¬ 
voked] 

•  •  •  •  * 

(9)  Research  Areas  and  Spawning 
Protection 

•  •  •  *  • 

(i)  On  other  park  waters,  not  specifi¬ 
cally  identified  here,  or  for  certain  fish 
species,  the  Superintendent  may,  during 
the  regular  fishing  season,  by  the  con¬ 
spicuous  posting  of  signs,  shorten  or 
close  the  season  or  change  daily  limits 
for  spawning  or  research  purposes. 

•  •  •  *  * 

Jack  K.  Anderson, 
Superintendent, 
Yellowstone  National  Park. 

[FR  Doc.74-16081  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

PART  7— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS,  AREAS 
OF  THE  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Yellowstone  National  Park,  Wyoming; 
Camping 

A  proposal  was  published  at  page  13490 
of  the  Federal  Register  of  May  22,  1973. 
to  amend  paragraph  (g)  (3)  of  S  7.13  of 
Title  36  of  the  “Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.” 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
include  minor  work  and  format  changes 
for  clarification  and  consistency  in  spec¬ 
ifying  conditions  and  measures  whereby 
persons  must  safeguard  foodstuffs  from 
wildlife  while  camping  in  the  park’s 
campgrounds. 

Interested  persons  were  given  15  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  amendments.  No 
comments,  suggestions  or  objections 
have  been  received  and  the  proposed 
amendments  are  hereby  adopted  without 
change  and  as  set  forth  below.  These 
amendments  shall  take  effect  on  August 
12, 1974. 

(6  U.S.C.  663;  39  Stat.  535  (18  UJ3.C.  3) ) 

Paragraph  (g)  (3)  of  3  7.13  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  7.13  Yellowstone  National  Park. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(g)  Camping 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  All  food  and  similar  organic  ma¬ 
terial  as  well  as  all  ice  chests,  cooking 
utensils,  and  food  containers  must  be 
kept  in  a  closed  vehicle  that  is  con¬ 
structed  of  solid,  nonpliable  material  or 
must  be  suspended  at  least  10  feet  above 
the  ground  and  4  feet  horizontally  from 
any  post  or  tree;  except  when  food  is 
being  eaten  or  prepared  for  eating,  or 
when  food  and  similar  organic  material 
Is  being  transported. 

•  9999 

Jack  K.  Anderson, 
Superintendent, 
Yellowstone  National  Park. 
[FR  Doc.74-16082  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  ami 


CHAPTER  II— FOREST  SERVICE, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  231— GRAZING 

Revocation  and  Suspension  of  Grazing 
Permits 

On  Friday,  March  24,  1972,  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (37  FR  6106).  The 
proposal  was  in  the  form  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  36  CFR  231.6  Revocation  and 
Suspension  of  Grazing  Permits,  adding  a 
paragraph  (c)  to  the  existing  regula¬ 
tion.  This  proposed  to  make  the  “viola- 
tion’’  or  “failure  to  comply”  with  certain 
environmental  laws  and  regulations  an 
optional  cause  for  cancellation  or  sus¬ 
pension  of  National  Forest  System  graz¬ 
ing  permits.  In  addition  to  the  Federal 
Register  notice  to  the  public  at  large, 
National  Forest  System  grazing  advisory 
boards  were  provided  the  specific  op¬ 
portunity  to  review  the  proposal  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  requirements  of  the  Grang¬ 
er- Tliye  Act  (Sec.  18,  64  Stat.  87,  (16 
U.S.C.  580k))  and  36  CFR  231.10.  All 
comments  from  advisory  boards  and 
from  the  public  at  large  were  considered 
in  preparation  of  the  regulation  pub¬ 
lished  below. 

Two  primary  concerns  were  voiced  in 
the  responses  received.  One  was  to  the 
point  that  the  regulation  should  specify 
a  “conviction  of  violation”  before  the 
regulation  was  applicable.  This  sugges¬ 
tion  has  not  been  adopted.  It  would  be 
incorrect  to  use  this  language  since  It 
suggests  a  violation  of  a  criminal  statute 
or  regulation.  Many  Federal  laws  and 
regulations  and  State  laws  pertaining  to 
environmental  protection  are  not  crimi¬ 
nal  in  nature.  However,  it  is  implicit  in 
the  use  of  the  phrases  “violation”  and 
“failure  to  comply”  that  some  commis¬ 
sion  or  omission  has  been  established  by 
an  appropriate  administrative  process  or 
judicial  proceeding.  The  second  concern 
was  that  the  proposal  was  not  clear 
enough  as  to  what  environmental  laws 
or  regulations  were  involved.  This  has 
been  corrected  by  reference  to  air,  water, 
soil  and  vegetation,  fish  and  wildlife 
values. 

Specific  changes  are; 

1.  The  phrase  “Federal  or  State  laws 
or  Federal  Regulation”  has  been  rear¬ 
ranged  to  "Federal  laws  or  regulations  or 
State  laws.” 

2.  The  phrase  “relating  to  protection 
of  air,  water,  soil  and  vegetation,  fish  and 
wildlife,  and  other  environmental 
values”  has  been  substituted  for  the 
phrase  “relating  to  environmental  and 
natural  resource  conservation  or  pro¬ 
tection.” 

As  so  revised,  the  proposal  Is  hereby 
adopted  to  read  as  set  forth  below.  It 
becomes  effective  on  August  1,  1974. 

§  231.6  Revocation  and  suspension  of 
grazing  permits. 

•  •••* 

(c)  For  violation  of,  or  failure  to  com¬ 
ply  with.  Federal  laws  or  regulations  or 
State  laws  relating  to  protection  of  air. 


water,  soil  and  vegetation,  fish  and  wild¬ 
life,  and  other  environmental  values 
when  exercising  the  grazing  use  author¬ 
ized  by  the  permit. 

(30  Stat.  35,  as  amended:  (16  U.S.C.  551); 

33  Stat.  628,  (16  U.S.C.  472);  50  Stat.  525, 
as  amended;  (7  U.S.C.  1011) ) 

Dated:  July  8, 1974. 

Robert  W.  Long, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Conser¬ 
vation,  Research  and  Educa¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.74-15991  Filed  7-U-74;8.45  am] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 

PART  80— REGULATIONS  OF  FUELS  AND 
FUEL  ADDITIVES 

Lead  and  Phosphorus  Test  Procedures 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-15449  appearing  at  page 
24890  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  July  8, 
1974,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  On  page  24891: 

a.  In  the  seventeenth  line  of  the  first 
paragraph  in  the  first  column,  the  word 
“result”  should  read  “results”. 

b.  In  the  first  line  of  paragraph  4.7 
in  the  third  column,  the  figure  “200” 
should  read  “220”. 

2.  On  page  24892: 

a.  In  paragraph  6.  in  the  first  column, 
the  word  “solultion”  in  the  last  line 
should  read  “solution”. 

b.  In  the  table  in  the  second  column, 
the  second  figure  “2.70”,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Sample  size,  milliliter”,  should  read 
“2.00”. 

c.  The  formula  under  the  heading  “Re¬ 
peatability”  in  the  third  column  should 
be  transferred  to  appear  under  the 
heading  “Reproducibility”,  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  first  column  on  page  24893 
and  the  formula  which  appeared  under 
the  heading  “Reproducibility”  should  be 
transferred  to  appear  under  the  heading 
" Repeatability ”.  The  formulas  should 
read  as  follows: 

Repeatability 

0.0002  g  P/UJ3.  gal 
(0.05  mg  P/litre) 

7%  of  the  mean 

Reproducibility 

0.0005  g  P/U.S.  gal 
(0.13  mg  P/litre) 

13%of  the  mean 

3.  In  the  second  column  on  page  24893, 
delete  the  word  “and”  which  appeared 
In  the  fifth  line  of  paragraph  4.11. 
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Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  60 — OFFICE  OF  FEDERAL  CON¬ 
TRACT  COMPLIANCE  EQUAL  EMPLOY¬ 
MENT  OPPORTUNITY,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  LABOR 

PART  60-2— AFFIRMATIVE  ACTION 
PLANS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  purpose  of  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  Is  to  clarify  the  intent  of  §  60-2.11 
(a)  and  (b)  of  Part  60  of  this  chapter  as 
amended  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  14,  1974  (39  FR  5630).  The 
phrase  “job  classification”  was  used  in 
both  sections  but  had  different  meanings 
in  each.  Additionally,  the  amendment's 
purpose  is  to  conform  similar  language 
in  subsequent  sections  of  Revised  Order 
No.  4  (41  CFR  60-2),  specifically  §§  60- 
2.13(d),  60-2.23,  60-2.23 (b)  (1),  60-2.20 
(a)  (1)  and  60-2.24 (b). 

The  term  “job  title”  will  be  substituted 
for  the  term  “job  classification”  in  §  60- 
2.11(a).  Job  title  means  a  particular, 
narrowly  defined  position  in  the  tradi¬ 
tional  sense  of  the  meaning  of  the  word 
Job.  Additionally,  5  60-2.11  (a)  has  been 
clarified  to  indicate  that  where  there  are 
no  formal  progression  lines  or  usual  pro¬ 
motional  sequences,  job  titles  should  be 
listed  by  department,  job  families,  or  dis¬ 
ciplines,  in  order  of  wage  rates  or  salary 
ranges. 

The  term  “job  group”  will  be  substi¬ 
tuted  for  the  term  “job  classification”  in 
§  60-2. 11(b).  Job  group  means  one  or  a 
group  of  jobs  having  similar  content, 
wage  rates  and  opportunities.  The 
amendments  set  forth  below  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  July  12, 1974. 

1.  Section  60-2.11  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  60—2.11  Required  utilization  analvu». 

*  *  #  *  * 

(a)  Workforce  analysis  which  is  de¬ 
fined  as  a  listing  of  each  job  title  as  ap¬ 
pears  in  applicable  collective  bargaining 
agreements  or  payroll  records  (not  job 
group)  ranked  from  the  lowest  paid  to 
the  highest  paid  within  each  department 
or  other  similar  organizational  unit  in¬ 
cluding  departmental  or  unit  supervision. 
If  there  are  separate  work  units  or  lines 
of  progression  within  a  department  a 
separate  list  must  be  provided  for  each 
such  work  unit,  or  line,  including  unit 
supervisors.  For  lines  of  progression 
there  must  be  indicated  the  order  of 
Jobs  in  the  line  through  which  an  em¬ 
ployee  could  move  to  the  top  of  the  line. 
Where  there  are  no  formal  progression 
lines  or  usual  promotional  sequences, 
job  titles  should  be  listed  by  department, 
job  families,  or  disciplines,  in  order  of 
wage  rates  or  salary  ranges.  For  each  Job 
title,  the  total  number  of  Incumbents,  the 
total  number  of  male  and  female  incum¬ 
bents,  and  the  total  number  of  male  and 
female  incumbents  in  each  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  groups  must  be  given:  Blacks,  Span- 
ish-sumamed  Americans,  American  In¬ 
dians,  and  Orientals.  The  wage  rate  or 
salary  range  for  each  Job  title  must  be 


given.  All  job  titles,  including  all  man¬ 
agerial  job  titles,  must  be  listed. 

(b)  An  analysis  of  all  major  job  groups 
at  the  facility,  with  explanation  if 
minorities  or  women  are  currently  being 
underutilized  in  any  one  or  more  job 
groups  (“Job  groups”  herein  meaning 
one  or  a  group  of  jobs  having  similar 
content,  wage  rates  and  opportunities) . 
“Underutilization”  is  defined  as  having 
fewer  minorities  or  women  in  a  partic¬ 
ular  job  group  than  would  reasonably 
be  expected  by  their  availability.  In 
making  the  utilization  analysis,  the  con¬ 
tractor  shall  conduct  such  analysis  sepa¬ 
rately  for  minorities  and  women. 

(1)  In  determining  whether  minori¬ 
ties  are  being  underutilized  in  any  job 
group,  the  contractor  will  consider  at 
least  all  of  the  following  factors: 

•  *  •  *  • 

(2)  In  determining  whether  women 

are  being  underutilized  in  any  job  group, 
the  contractor  will  consider  at  least  all  of 

the  following  factors: 

*  •  •  •  * 

2.  Section  60-2.13  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  60—2.13  Additional  required  ingredi¬ 
ents  of  affirmative  action  programs. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Identification  of  problem  areas 
(deficiencies)  by  organizational  units  and 
job  group. 

(e)  Establishment  of  goals  and  ob¬ 
jectives  by  organizational  units  and  job 
groups,  including  timetables  for  comple¬ 
tion. 

•  •  *  •  * 

3.  Section  60-2.20  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  60—2.20  Development  or  reaffirmation 
of  the  equal  employment  opportu¬ 
nity  policy. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  Recruit,  hire,  train,  and  promote 
persons  in  all  job  titles,  without  regard 
to  race,  color,  religion,  sex,  or  national 
origin,  except  where  sex  is  a  bona  fide 
occupational  qualification.  (The  term 
“bona  fide  occupational  qualification’' 
has  been  construed  very  narrowly  under 
the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964.  Under 
Executive  Order  11246  as  amended  and 
this  part,  this  term  will  be  construed  in 
the  same  manner.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  Section  60-2.23  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

{  60—2.23  Identification  of  problem 
areas  by  organizational  units  and  job 
groups. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1)  An  “underultillzation”  of  minori¬ 
ties  or  women  in  specific  Job  groups. 

•  •  •  •  • 

5.  Section  60-2.24  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

1 60—2.24  Development  and  execution 
of  programs. 

•  •  •  •  • 


(b)  The  contractor  should  validate 
worker  specifications  by  division,  depart¬ 
ment,  location  or  other  organizational 
unit  and  by  job  title  using  job  perform¬ 
ance  criteria.  Special  attention  should  be 
given  to  academic,  experience  and  skill 
requirements  to  insure  that  the  require-’ 
ments  in  themselves  do  not  constitute 
inadvertent  discrimination.  Specifica¬ 
tions  should  be  consistent  for  the  same 
job  title  in  all  locations  and  should  be 
free  from  bias  as  regards  to  race,  color, 
religion,  sex  or  national  origin,  except 
where  sex  is  a  bona  fide  occupational 
qualification.  Where  requirements  screen 
out  a  disproportionate  number  of  minori¬ 
ties  or  women,  such  requirements  should 
be  professionally  validated  to  job  per¬ 
formance. 

*  •  •  *  * 

( (6  U.S.C.  653(a)  (3)  (B) )  29  CFR  2.7  section 
201,  Executive  Order  11246,  30  FR  12319,  and 
Executive  Order  11376,  32  FR  14303.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  this 
8th  day  of  July  1974. 

Peter  J.  Brennan, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Bernard  E.  DeLury, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-16046  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


PART  60-60— CONTRACTOR  EVALUA¬ 
TION  PROCEDURES  FOR  CONTRAC¬ 
TORS  FOR  SUPPLIES  AND  SERVICES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  purpose  of  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  is  to  conform  the  definition  of 
“workforce  analysis”  In  I  60-60.3(a)  to 
the  clarification  in  the  definition  of  that 
term  concurrently  made  in  §  60.2.11(a) 
and  to  add  a  supersedure  section.  Hie 
amendments  set  forth  below  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  July  12, 1974. 

1.  Section  60-60.3(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  60-60.3  Agency  actions. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(a)  •  •  •  “Workforce  analysis”  is  de¬ 
fined  as  a  listing  of  each  job  title  as  ap¬ 
pears  in  applicable  collective  bargaining 
agreements  or  payroll  records  (not  job 
groups)  ranked  from  the  lowest  paid  to 
the  highest  paid  within  each  department 
or  other  similar  organizational  unit  in¬ 
cluding  departmental  or  unit  supervision. 
If  there  are  separate  work  units  or  lines 
of  progression  within  a  department  a 
separate  list  must  be  provided  for  each 
such  work  unit,  or  line.  Including  unit 
supervisors.  For  lines  of  progression  there 
must  be  indicated  the  order  of  jobs  in 
the  -line  through  which  an  employee 
could  move  to  the  top  of  the  line.  Where 
there  are  no  formal  progression  lines  or 
usual  promotional  sequences,  job  titles 
should  be  listed  by  department,  job  fam¬ 
ilies,  or  disciplines,  in  order  of  wage  rates 
or  salary  ranges.  For  each  job  title,  the 
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total  number  of  incumbents,  the  total 
number  of  male'  and  female  incumbents, 
and  the  total  number  of  male  and  female 
incumbents  in  each  of  the  following 
groups  must  be  given:  Blacks,  Spanish- 
sumamed  Americans,  American  Indians, 
and  Orientals.  The  wage  rate  or  salary 
range  for  each  job  title  must  be  given. 
All  job  titles,  including  all  managerial 
job  titles,  must  be  listed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  A  new  S  60-60.8  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  60-60.8  Superscdure. 

The  requirements  of  this  Part  60-60 
supersede  the  prior  version  of  Revised 
Order  No.  14  published  at  38  FR  13376, 
May  21.  1973. 

((6  US.C.  563(a)(3)(b)  29  CFR  2.7  section 
201,  Executive  Order  11246,  30  FR  12319,  and 
Executive  Order  11375,  32  FR  14303.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  this 
8th  day  of  July  1974. 

Peter  J.  Brennan, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Bernard  E.  DeLttry, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director ,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-16043  FUed  7-1 1-74; 8: 46  am] 


PART  60-60— CONTRACTOR  EVALUA¬ 
TION  PROCEDURES  FOR  CONTRAC¬ 
TORS  FOR  SUPPLIES  AND  SERVICES 

Time  Schedule  for  Completion 

On  February  14,  1974,  Revised  Order 
No.  14  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  5630)  as  41  CFR  Part 
60-60. 

This  part  establishes  standardized 
contractor  evaluation  procedures  for 
the  use  of  compliance  agencies  in  their 
conduct  of  compliance  reviews  of  con¬ 
tractors  for  supplies  and  services  subject 
to  the  equal  employment  opportunity  re¬ 
quirements  of  41  CFR  60-1.40  and  41 
CFR  Part  60-2  (Revised  Order  No.  4) 
for  the  development  of  written  affirma¬ 
tive  action  programs.  Section  60-60.7 
establishes  a  time  schedule  for  complet¬ 
ing  the  review  process  and  providing  the 
contractor  with  a  notice  of  compliance 
or  issuing  a  show  cause  notice.  In  order 
to  indicate  that  this  time  schedule  may 
be  extended  by  the  Director  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance  for 
good  cause  shown  and  to  specifically  in¬ 
dicate  that  failure  of  the  compliance 
agency  to  give  the  contractor  a  notice  of 
compliance  or  issue  a  show  cause  notice 
within  the  required  time  period  shall  not 
be  deemed  a  finding  of  compliance  or  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  the  contractor’s  affirmative 
action  program  by  the  compliance 
agency,  41  CFR  60-60.7  is  hereby  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

§  60—60.7  Time  schedule  for  comple¬ 
tion. 

(a)  With  the  exception  of  extensions 
of  time  granted  by  the  Director  of  OFCC 
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for  good  cause  shown,  within  60  days 
from  the  date  the  affirmative  action  pro¬ 
gram  including  the  workforce  analysis 
is  received  by  the  agency,  the  compliance 
agency  must  either  have  found  the  con¬ 
tractor  in  compliance  and  notified  the 
contractor  of  that  fact,  or  must  have 
issued  a  30-day  show  cause  notice  as 
required  under  the  rules  and  regulations 
pursuant  to  the  Executive  Order. 

(b)  During  this  period  the  compliance 
agency  shall: 

(1)  Complete  the  desk  audit. 

(2)  Schedule  the  on-site  review. 

(3)  Complete  the  on-site  review. 

(4)  Complete  the  off-site  analysis,  if 
conducted. 

(5)  Give  notice  of  compliance  or  issue 
show  cause  notice. 

(6)  Complete  and  forward  the  coding 
sheet  to  OFCC. 

(c)  A  contractor’s  affirmative  action 
plan  may  be  accepted  only  after  the 
coding  ■  sheet  has  been  forwarded  to 
OFCC.  The  coding  sheet  is  the  notifica¬ 
tion  required  by  5  60-2.2(a)  (2)  of  this 
chapter.  Failure  of  the  compliance 
agency  to  give  the  contractor  a  notice  of 
compliance  or  issue  a  show  cause  notice 
within  the  time  period  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  shall  not  be  deemed  a  finding 
of  compliance  or  acceptance  of  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  affirmative  action  program  by 
the  compliance  agency. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  July  12,  1974. 

((5  US.C.  653(a)(3)(B))  29  CFR  2.7  sec¬ 
tion  201,  Executive  Order  11246,  30  FR  12319, 
and  Executive  Order  11376,  32  FR  14303.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  July,  1974. 

Peter  J.  Brennan, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Bernard  E.  DeLury, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director.  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-16044  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


PART  60-60— CONTRACTOR  EVALUA¬ 
TION  PROCEDURES  FOR  CONTRAC¬ 
TORS  FOR  SUPPLIES  AND  SERVICES 

Standard  Compliance  Review  Report 

41  CFR  Part  60-60,  known  as  Revised 
Order  No.  14,  establishes  standardized 
contractor  evaluation  procedures  for  the 
use  of  compliance  agencies  in  their  con¬ 
duct  of  compliance  reviews  of  contrac¬ 
tors  for  supplies  and  services  subject 
to  the  equal  employment  opportunity 
requirements  of  41  CFR  60-1.40  and  41 
CFR  Part  60-2  (Revised  Order  No.  4) 
for  the  development  of  written  affirma¬ 
tive  action  programs.  Revised  Order  No. 
14  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  as  a  final  regulation  on  February  14, 
1974  (39  FR  5630).  That  document  re¬ 
fers  to  a  Standard  Compliance  Review 
Report  to  be  prepared  by  compliance  of¬ 
ficers  as  a  necessary  Ingredient  of  the 
compliance  review  process.  This  Stand¬ 
ard  Compliance  Review  Report  format 
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is  set  forth  below  and  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  July  12,  1974.  The  OFCC  will 
closely  evaluate  the  experience  of  the 
compliance  agencies  and  the  results 
achieved  under  this  format  and  encour¬ 
ages  all  interested  persons  to  submit 
their  comments,  views,  and  suggestions 
to  Mr.  Philip  J.  Davis,  Director,  Office 
of  Federal  Contract  Compliance,  14th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210,  with  regard  to 
future  modifications  of  this  format  and 
the  contents  thereof. 

Part  60-60  of  Title  41.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  hereby  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  5  60-60.9,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  60-60.9  Attachments. 

The  following  formats  are  set  out  in 
full  as  they  give  detailed  Information  as 
to  procedures  and  requirements  of  value 
to  contractors: 

Standard  Compliance  Review  Report 

CONTRACT  COMPLIANCE  REVIEW  PROCEDURE  AND 
REPORT  FORMAT 

Purpose:  The  purpose  of  these  guidelines 
Is  to  provide  compliance  officers  with  a  sys¬ 
tematic  standardized  approach  to  the  con¬ 
ducting  of  a  compliance  review  and  the 
preparation  of  a  comprehensive  report  under 
Revised  Order  No.  14.  It  Is  not  meant  to  be 
an  all  Inclusive  or  an  Inflexible  document  to 
be  used  In  sequence  In  the  actual  conducting 
of  a  compliance  review,  but  It  Is  an  effort  to 
point  out  the  essential  elements  that  should 
at  least  be  addressed  In  all  such  efforts.  An 
analysis  of  the  affirmative  action  program 
and  support  data  Is  required  of  each  con¬ 
tractor  facility  targeted  for  review.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  your  analysis  Is  to  determine  If  the 
contractor  Is  In  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Executive  Order  11246,  as 
amended,  and  the  implementing  regulations. 
If  your  analysis  Identifies  deficiencies,  the 
reasons  or  possible  reasons  (Including  past 
or  present  personnel  policies  or  practices) 
why  certain  deficiencies  exist  should  be  Iden¬ 
tified  and  evaluated  as  weU  as  the  appro¬ 
priateness  of  the  actions  the  contractor  has 
taken  or  plans  he  intends  to  take.  This  will 
enable  you  to  make  a  determination  of 
whether  or  not  the  contractor  Is  In  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  Executive  Order. 

In  preparing  the  actual  written  report  for 
official  submission  (which  is  subject  to  review 
by  the  Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compli¬ 
ance)  ,  the  Information  must  be  presented  In 
the  prescribed  format  Irrespective  of  the 
agency  originating  the  review.  The  prescribed 
format  Is  the  various  Items  listed  below  In 
the  order  In  which  they  are  listed.  Instruc¬ 
tions  for  the  analysis  for  each  heading  are 
found  In  the  Desk  Audit  Section,  or  In  t^e 
On-Site  Review  Section  of  these  guidelines. 

Part  A.  Desk  Audit  Section 

I.  Identifying  Information 

II.  Workforce  Analysis  ^ 

III.  Recruitment,  Hiring,  Selecti*  and 
Placement 

IV.  Promotion  and  Transfer 

V.  Terminations 

VI.  Analysis  of  Jobs  with  Substantial  Con¬ 
centrations  of  Minorities  or  Women 

Part  B.  On-Site  Review 

I.  Identifying  Information 

II.  Community  Survey 

III.  Initial  Contact  with  Contractor 

IV.  EEO  Policies  and  Procedures 

V.  Recruitment,  Hiring,  Selection  and 

Placement 

VI.  Promotion  and  Transfer 
VH.  Terminations 
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VHI.  Supervisory  Positions 
IX.  Pay  Practices 

X.  Analysis  of  Jobs  with  Substantial  Con¬ 
centrations  of  Minorities  or  Women 
XL  Training  and  Educational  Opportuni¬ 
ties 

XII.  Goals  and  Timetables 
Xin.  Religious  and  National  Origin  Dis¬ 
crimination 

In  addition,  no  review  is  completed  until 
the  Coding  Sheet  is  forwarded  to  OFCC.  The 
Coding  Sheet  provides  the  necessary  instruc¬ 
tions  for  its  completion. 

Part  A.  Desk  Audit  Section 
I.  Identifying  Information. 

A.  Indicate:  the  name  and  address  of  the 
contractor:  the  date  the  letter  was  sent  re¬ 
questing  the  affirmative  action  program  and 
supporting  documentation  Including  the 
workforce  analysis;  the  date  the  AAP  was 
received;  the  type  of  review  (Le.,  pre-award, 
post-award,  follow-up  or  other). 

B.  In  beginning  the  desk  audit,  determine 
and  so  indicate  whether  or  not  there  is  a 
utilization  analysis  for  minorities  and 
women  that  considers  the  points  itemized  In 
41  CFR  60-2.11.  Discuss  fully  any  deficien¬ 
cies  with  the  analysis.  Has  the  contractor 
established  goals  and  timetables  for  minori¬ 
ties  and  women  to  the  extent  required  by  41 
CFR  60-2.12?  If  the  contractor  has  not  estab¬ 
lished  a  goal,  does  his  AAP  analyze  the  lac- 
tors  In  41  CFR  60-2.11?  Does  the  contractor’s 
AAP  include  all  the  Ingredients  listed  In  41 
CFR  60-2.13?  This  discussion  should  be  a 
brief  Introductory  statement  to  the  further 
analysis  which  will  constitute  the  desk  audit. 

n.  Workforce  Analysis. 

A.  Composition.  (1)  An  adequate  compli¬ 
ance  review  must  always  be  founded  on  a 
clear  understanding  of  where  minorities  and 
women  are  not  employed  in  the  contractor’s 
workforce.  An  overall  view  of  the  composi¬ 
tion  of  the  workforce  should  be  obtained  by 
reviewing  the  most  recent  copy  of  8F-100 
(EEO-l )  as  well  as  copies  of  the  official  sub¬ 
mission  for  the  past  year  or  more.  This  anal¬ 
ysis  should  Indicate  such  potential  problem 
areas  as  whether  or  not  minorities  and 
women  are  employed  In  higher  level  Job 
categories,  under-utilization  of  women  In 
nonclerical  Jobs,  and  concentrations  of 
minorities  and/or  women  In  service  worker 
or  unskilled  categories.  The  comparison  made 
with  past  EEO-l  reports  will  give  some  In¬ 
sight  Into  the  kind  of  progress  being  made 
by  the  company  In  their  overall  employment 
pattern.  Also  review  the  rank  and  pertinent 
data  on  the  establishment  In  Table  C  of  the 
OFCC  Target  Selection  and  Evaluation  Sys¬ 
tem  for  the  past  year  or  more. 

(2)  Prepare  your  analysis  of  this  sum¬ 
mary  Information,  recognizing  that  these 
comparisons  are  mo6t  fundamental  In  nature 
and  only  form  the  foundation  from  which 
to  explore  minority  group  and  female  utiliza¬ 
tion.  Further  exploration  In  the  utilization 
of  minorities  and  women  must  now  be  made. 

(3)  The  composition  of  the  workforce  by 
minority  group  and  sex  must  be  understood 
well  blw>nd  EEO-l  Job  categories  and  must 
consider  where  such  employees  are  working 
and  not  working  In  Individual  departments 
or  other  units.  This  is  necessary  in  order  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  company  to 
underutilizing  minorities  or  women  in  cer¬ 
tain  Jobs,  and  whether  or  not  minority 
groups  or  females  are  employed  In  specific 
Jobs,  and  as  a  result  might  be  identified  as 
members  of  an  “affected  class”. 

B.  Examination  of  Work  Force  Analysis. 
(1)  Review  the  “Workforce  analysis”  re¬ 
quired  from  the  contractor.  For  the  purpose 
of  this  report  alphabetic  or  numeric  coding  or 
the  use  of  an  index  of  pay  and  pay  ranges  to 
acceptable  and  Should  be  used  when  con¬ 


tractors  are  concerned  about  confidentiality 

of  salary  Information. 

(2)  List  the  Job  titles  by  department  In 
which  the  minority  or  female  proportions 
either  do  not  generally  reflect  the  minority 
or  female  composition  of  the  establish¬ 
ment’s  labor  force  or  the  labor  force  of  the 
area  within  which  it  is  reasonable  to  expect 
persons  to  commute.  These  titles  are  to  be 
considered  “focus  Job  titles".  Also  list  as 
“focus  Job  titles”  areas  with  substantial  con¬ 
centration  of  minorities  or  women  and  also 
Job  titles  where  minorities  or  women  may 
be  continuing  to  suffer  the  effects  of  past 
discrimination.  These  problem  areas  will  now 
be  the  principle  focus  of  the  review.  Present 
your  analysis  for  each  such  “focus  Job  title” 
listed,  Including  at  least  all  of  the  following 
areas: 

(a)  Is  the  Job  group  to  which  this  Job 
title  belongs  addressed  as  an  area  of  defi¬ 
ciency  or  source  of  promotable  persons  In  the 
affirmative  action  program?  Where  certain 
Job  titles  within  a  given  Job  group  show  an 
Inordinate  and  consistent  absence  of  minori¬ 
ties  or  women  in  relation  to  their  availa¬ 
bility,  the  contractor  may  be  required  to 
establish  and  set  forth  specific  goals  and 
timetables  for  these  Job  titles  separately 
from  the  goals  for  the  Job  group  of  which 
they  are  a  part. 

(b)  Are  any  problems  in  the  utilization  of 
minority  men  or  minority  women  or  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  particular  minority  group  (Blacks, 
Spanish -surnamed  Americans,  Orientals  or 
American  Indians)  addressed  where  neces¬ 
sary  through  the  establishment  of  separate 
goals  and  timetables?  See  41  CFR  60-2.12  (k) . 

(c)  In  the  Job  group  to  which  this  Job 
title  belongs,  are  goals  and  timetables  sig¬ 
nificant  and  attainable  such  that  under¬ 
utilization  will  be  eliminated  in  a  reasonable 
period  of  time  and  that  turnover  and  growth 
are  considered  in  the  establishment  of  nu¬ 
merical  goals.  Including  the  use  of  percent¬ 
ages  as  backup  goal  estimates?  8ee  41  CFR 
60-2.12. 

(d)  Are  other  appropriate  actions  included 
In  the  affirmative  action  program  to  remedy 
current  concentrations  of  minorities  or 
women  In  certain  Jobs? 

(3)  Evaluation  of  Contractors  AAP  and 
Focus  Job  Titles,  (a)  If  in  your  analysis, 
you  conclude  that  the  contractor’s  affirma¬ 
tive  action  program  has  satisfactorily  ad¬ 
dressed  each  of  these  areas,  then  add  your 
analysis  of  the  contractor’s  past  achieve¬ 
ments  for  the  relevant  focus  Job  title  and  the 
current  status  of  attainment  in  his  affirma¬ 
tive  action  program.  Has  the  contractor  met 
hie  past  goals  and  1s  he  proceeding  at  a  cur¬ 
rent  rate  of  progress  that  Implies  he  will 
meet  current  goals?  If  not,  you  must  deter¬ 
mine  If  the  contractor  has  made  a  good  faith 
effort  to  achieve  these  goals.  Cite  the  specific 
efforts  that  you  conclude  demonstrate  good 
faith.  Include  your  analysis  as  called  for  in 
Item  XU  of  the  on-site  section  of  these 
guidelines  as  part  of  this  desk  audit. 

(b)  If  In  your  analysis,  you  conclude  that 
the  contractor’s  affirmative  action  program 
has  not  satisfactorily  addressed  any  of  these 
areas,  then  you  must  identify  the  additional 
Information  needed.  Include  the  following  in 
your  analysis  of  the  contractor’s  AAP. 

(1)  Such  material  as  organizational  charts. 

(2)  Promotional  sequences  and  line  of 
progression  charts  (If  established). 

(c)  In  subsequent  sections  of  the  desk 
audit,  specific  analysis  to  required.  If  the 
Information  necessary  for  an  adequate  analy¬ 
sis  is  not  available  in  the  contractor’s  affirm¬ 
ative  action  program  or  If  the  focus  Job  titles 
are  not  adequately  Included,  a  letter  to  the 
contractor  should  be  sent  prior  to  the  on-site 
visit  informing  him  of  the  Information  that 
must  be  available  on  site.  Items  for  possible 
Inclusion  in  the  letter  are:  applications  and 
information,  on  applicants  (see  HI  B);  rejec¬ 


tions  (see  in  E);  promotions  and  transfers 
(see  IV);  terminations  (see  V);  and  Job 
groups  (see  VI).  These  Items  are  not  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  to  Impose  additional  stand¬ 
ard  reporting  requirements  on  contractors. 
The  regulations  require  an  analysis  of  each 
of  these  areas  and  the  contractor  may  pre¬ 
pare  an  analysis  that  meets  the  regulations 
and  the  contractor’s  own  needs  through  the 
affirmative  action  program  and  support  data. 

An  adequate  analysis  by  the  contractor  will 
enable  you  to  prepare  an  analysis  similar  to 
that  called  for  In  each  section  of  this  report 
or  to  determine  that  the  area  is  not  causing 
an  equal  opportunity  problem.  If  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  analysis  is  inadequate  under  the 
regulations,  or  if  the  focus  Job  titles  cited  by 
you  In  your  review  of  the  workforce  analysis 
are  not  Included,  or  if  information  is  needed 
for  the  three  categories  cited  in  41  CFR  60- 
60.3(b)(1),  then  the  contractor  should  be 
Informed  of  the  additional  Information  that 
must  be  made  available  on  site.  In  addition, 
you  must  determine  that  such  requests  meet 
the  requirements  of  41  CFR  60-60.3(b)  (1) 

(a)  and  (b). 

HI.  Recruitment,  Hiring,  Selection  and 
Placement. 

III.  Recruitment,  Hiring,  Selection  and 
Placement. 

A.  OFCC  regulations  require  contractors 
to  conduct  an  analysis  of  applicant  flow  as 
part  of  their  hiring  practices.  (41  CFR  60- 
1.40(b)(2),  60-2.12(1),  60-223(a)  (2),  (3), 

(4) ,  and  60-224  (d)  and  (e) ) .  Review  the 
sections  of  the  affirmative  action  program 
that  contain  this  analysis. 

B.  Prepare  as  a  part  of  this  report,  your 
analysis  of  the  contractor’s  data  on  recruit¬ 
ment,  hiring,  selection  and  placement.  Deter¬ 
mine  if  the  data  supplied  by  the  contractor 
is  adequate  under  the  regulations  and 
analyze  these  data.  Your  analysis  should 
reflect  applicant  activity  for  the  last  year. 
If  the  number  of  applicants  in  the  last  year 
was  less  than  100,  your  analysis  should  In¬ 
clude  all  such  applicants.  If  the  number  of 
applicants  In  the  last  year  was  more  than 
100,  your  analysis  should  Include  an  appro¬ 
priate  sample  of  10  percent  of  such  appli¬ 
cants  or  100,  whichever  is  greater.  Sum¬ 
marize  total  applicants  by  total,  male,  female, 
and  male  and  female  minority  classifications. 
While  in  many  cases  applicants  are  not 
classified  by  particular  Job,  it  should  be  pos¬ 
sible  to  provide  some  separation  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  flow  count  Into  at  least  broad  occu¬ 
pation  groups.  Report  the  number  of  offers 
of  employment  for  each  category  and  by 
total,  male,  female,  and  male  and  female 
minority  classifications.  The  acceptances 
should  be  related  to  the  Job  groups  outlined 
by  you  In  your  review  of  the  workforce 
analysis. 

C.  If  the  data  supplied  by  the  contractor 
are  Inadequate  under  the  regulations  or  If 
the  data  relevant  to  the  focus  Job  titles 
cited  by  you  In  your  review  of  the  work¬ 
force  analysis  are  not  indicated,  further 
information  will  be  necessary.  In  the  letter 
prior  to  the  on-site  visit,  advise  the  con¬ 
tractor  to  maintain  such  data  in  the  future 
and  that  the  following  collection  of  data 
will  be  made  during  the  on-site  review  to 
determine  any  problems  that  may  exist  In 
applicant  flow  and  hiring  rates.  Because  In¬ 
formation  Is  more  readily  accessible  on  site 
and  to  Insure  that  the  recruitment,  hiring, 
selection  and  placement  procedures  are  ade¬ 
quately  analyzed,  more  Information  will  be 
necessary. 

During  the  on-slte  review,  obtain  applica¬ 
tions  of  applicants  for  blue-collar  employ¬ 
ment  and  applicants  for  white-collar  em¬ 
ployment.  You  may  use  a  random  sample 
or  an  Immediate  past  chronological  period. 
You  should  be  sure  to  Include  the  Job  titles 
cited  by  you  In  your  review  of  the  workforce 
analysis.  Now  construct  the  report  described 
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In  the  paragraph  above  showing  applicants, 
offers  and  acceptances  by  total,  male,  female, 
and  male  and  female  minority  classifications 
by  as  much  organization  job  grouping  detail 
as  possible. 

D.  Based  on  the  data  collected  under  par¬ 
agraph  B  or  C  above,  Indicate  whether  or  not 
the  proportion  of  offers  or  hires  to  minori¬ 
ties  or  women  Is  less  than  the  proportion  of 
applicants  who  are  minorities  or  women  for 
the  particular  Job  groups.  If  so,  the  basis  for 
this  rejection  rate  must  be  Investigated  and 
discussed.  Discuss  the  selection  procedures 
used  for  these  Jobs.  Explore  whether  or  not 
the  distribution  of  those  minorities  or  wo¬ 
men  actually  employed  reflects  a  current  or 
past  lower  rate  of  hire. 

E.  For  any  Job  group  identified  in  para¬ 
graph  D  above  as  having  a  lower  rate  of  of¬ 
fers  or  hires  for  minorities  or  women  than 
Indicated  by  the  applicant  flow,  ask  the  con¬ 
tractor  In  the  letter  prior  to  the  on-site  visit 
(or  during  the  on-site  review  If  the  informa¬ 
tion  In  paragraph  B  is  collected  on  site),  to 
have  available  for  the  on-site  review,  an 
analysis  showing  the  reasons  for  the  rejection 
of  applicants  for  total  and  by  appropriate 
race  and  sex  groups  for  these  Job  groups. 
Reasons  Include  but  are  not  necessarily 
limited  to: 

(1)  Qualified  for  some  Jobs,  but  no  vacan¬ 
cies  at  time  of  application. 

(2)  Failed  to  fill  out  application  com¬ 
pletely. 

(3)  Failed  paper-and-pencll  or  perform¬ 
ance  tests. 

(4)  Failed  educational  requirements. 

(5)  Unsatisfactory  work  history. 

(6)  Unfavorable  credit  report. 

(7)  Unfavorable  interview. 

(8)  Unfavorable  reference  check. 

(9)  Failed  physical  requirements. 

(10)  Transportation  Inadequate. 

(11)  Criminal  convictions. 

(12)  Applicant  rejected  contractor's  offer 
of  employment. 

IV.  Promotion  and  Transfer. 

Review  the  contractor’s  analysis  of  pro¬ 
motions  and  transfers  In  his  affirmative  ac¬ 
tion  program.  If  such  analysis  Is  not  avail¬ 
able,  or  if  the  contractor’s  analysis  Is  Inade¬ 
quate  finder  the  regulations,  the  Investigator 
should  ask  the  contractor  in  the  letter  prior 
to  the  on-slte  review  to  prepare  for  the  on¬ 
site  review  a  list  of  promotions.  If  the  num¬ 
ber  of  promotions  In  the  last  year  was  less 
than  100,  your  analysis  should  include  all 
such  promotions.  If  the  number  of  promo¬ 
tions  In  the  last  year  was  more  than  100  your 
analysis  should  Include  an  appropriate  sam¬ 
ple  of  10  percent  of  such  promotions  or  100, 
whichever  Is  greater.  A  promotion  Is  defined 
as  any  personnel  action  resulting  in  move¬ 
ment  to  a  position  of  greater  skill,  effort  or 
responsibility.  Wage  Increases  alone  do  not 
determine  a  promotion.  The  review  should 
relate  name  or  other  Identification  to 
minority /majority  group  status,  sex.  previous 
Job,  department  and  pay,  and  new  job  and 
department  and  pay. 

V.  Termination. 

Review  the  contractor’s  analysis  of  termi¬ 
nations  In  his  affirmative  action  program. 
If  such  analysis  Is  not  available  or  If  the 
contractor’s  analysis  presented  In  the  affirma¬ 
tive  action  program  Is  Inadequate  under  the 
regulations  or  If  the  focus  Job  titles  cited  by 
you  In  your  review  of  the  workforce  analysis 
are  not  Included,  advise  the  contractor  In 
the  letter  prior  to  the  on-site  review,  to  pre¬ 
pare  for  the  on-slte  review  a  list  of  termi¬ 
nations,  by  name  or  other  Identification, 
showing  hire  and  termination  date,  Job  as¬ 
signment,  minority/majortty  group  member¬ 
ship  and  sex.  To  determine  If  there  Is  an 
unfair  disparity  of  company  policies,  termi¬ 
nations  should  be  reviewed.  If  the  number 


of  terminations  In  the  last  year  was  less  than 
100,  your  analysis  should  Include  all  such 
terminations.  If  the  number  of  terminations 
In  the  last  year  was  more  than  100  your 
analysis  should  Include  an  appropriate  sam¬ 
ple  of  10  percent  of  such  terminations  or 
100,  whichever  Is  greater. 

VI.  Analysis  of  Jobs  with  Substantial  Con¬ 
centrations  of  Minorities  or  Women. 

A.  Now  look  again  at  each  of  the  focus 
job  titles  with  substantial  concentrations 
of  minorities  or  women  as  cited  by  you  In 
your  review  of  the  workforce  analysis.  Based 
upon  your  analysis  of  the  workforce  composi¬ 
tion  and  your  analysis  In  previous  sections, 
prepare  an  analysis  which  Includes  an  Iden¬ 
tification  of  those  specific  Jobs  wherein  the 
minority  or  female  Incumbents  could  have 
been  denied  placement,  promotion  or  trans¬ 
fer  due  to  discrimination. 

B.  In  order  to  Identify  an  affected  class, 

It  will  be  necessary  to  review  detailed  listings 
of  employees  in  the  Jobs  Identified  In  A 
above.  Inform  the  contractor  In  the  letter 
prior  to  the  on-slte  review  that  these  listings 
will  be  required  for  the  on-site  review.  For  all 
the  Job  groups  cited,  the  contractor  should 
be  asked  to  prepare  a  list  by  department,  line 
of  progression  or  unit  within  which  promo¬ 
tion  normally  occurs  of  all  employees  ranked 
by  Job  In  order  of  progression  and  Indicating 
for  each:  name.  Job  title,  rate  of  pay,  sex, 
minority  group  or  nonminority  Identifica¬ 
tion,  original  hire  date,  and  other  appropri¬ 
ate  seniority  dates  considered  In  promotion, 
transfer  or  layoffs.  If  department.  Job,  com¬ 
pany  or  plant  seniority  dates  are  utilized  by 
the  contractor  such  dates  must  be  Included. 
Usually,  even  If  seniority  Is  not  a  guiding 
factor  In  promotions,  In  all  but  managerial 
positions,  total  length  of  service  will  be  cor¬ 
related  to  Job  entitlement. 

Part  B.  The  On-Site  Review 

I.  Identifying  Information. 

Give  the  dates  of  the  on-site  review  Indi¬ 
cating  the  date  the  review  was  Initiated  and 
completed.  List  the  names  and  titles  of  con¬ 
tractor  personnel  contacted  In  the  review. 

II.  Community  Survey. 

A.  Community  contacts  should  be  made  as 
appropriate  and  practical  prior  to  the  direct 
meeting  with  the  contractor.  Some  later  con¬ 
firmations  may  be  required.  The  number  of 
these  contacts  depends  on  the  nature  of  the 
Information  available  prior  to  visiting  the 
locale.  If  there  Is  a  regional  OFCC  office,  they 
may  be  able  to  advise  you  on  the  effectiveness 
of  some  community  resources  as  possible  re¬ 
ferral  sources  for  minority  and  women  Job 
seekers.  A  contact  with  the  local  office  of 
the  State  Employment  Service  Is  vital  to 
ascertain  the  substance  of  the  contractor's 
relationship  with  that  agency.  If  there  Is  a 
minority  specialist  In  the  office,  he  or  she 
can  be  most  helpful  In  orienting  you  towards 
other  community  resources. 

B.  The  following  Is  relevant  Information 
which  much  be  reported  In  this  section  as 
determined  through  community  contacts  or 
otherwise: 

(1)  Report  of  population  and  workforce 
data  as  specified  In  Order  No.  4. 

(2)  Indicate  other  key  Industries  and 
companies  with  whom  the  contractor  will  be 
competing  for  minority  and  women  workers. 

(3)  List  the  significant  employment  ori¬ 
ented  organizations  which  could  be  referral 
sources  for  minorities  and  women. 

(4)  Identify  the  community  leaders  gen¬ 
erally  recognized  as  representing  minorities 
and  women. 

(5)  Comment  on  the  community  Image  of 
the  contractor  as  an  EEO  employer  and 
otherwise  Including  the  reputation  of  the 
contractor’s  facility  as  a  desirable  place  to 
work. 


III.  Initial  Contact  with  Contractor. 

A.  Initial  Contact.  (1)  If  this  Is  the  Initial 
compliance  review  experience  for  the  con¬ 
tractor,  a  brief  discussion  of  the  history  of 
the  compliance  program  Is  appropriate. 
Otherwise,  the  contractor  need  only  be 
brought  up-to-date  regarding  any  new  poli¬ 
cies  or  changes  In  the  rules  and  regulations 
occurring  since  the  previous  review.  If  not 
adequately  determined  In  the  previous  review 
or.  If  significant  changes  have  occurred,  dis¬ 
cuss  the  contractor’s  overall  corporate  or¬ 
ganization  In  terms  of  corporate  headquar¬ 
ters,  subsidiaries,  number  of  facilities  and 
nature  of  the  inter-facility  relationships  as 
It  might  affect  this  review. 

(2)  Discuss  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
contractor’s  Government  contract  work.  How 
does  this  relate  to  the  contractor’s  business? 
Discuss  the  major  non-exempt  subcontrac¬ 
tors  and  determine  If  the  contractor  has  sat¬ 
isfied  his  EEO  responsibilities  In  their  re¬ 
gard.  Have  they  been  notified  of  their  EEO 
obligations  relative  to  filing  the  Standard 
Form  100  and  preparing  an  affirmative  ac¬ 
tion  program?  Review  a  sample  contract  and 
purchase  order  form  for  Inclusion  of  an  EEO 
clause.  Does  the  contractor  require  a  certi¬ 
fication  of  nonsegregated  facilities  from  each 
nonexempt  subcontractor?  Does  the  con¬ 
tractor  assure  appropriate  physical  facilities 
to  both  sexes? 

(3)  Any  additional  information  needed  for 
the  conduct  of  this  review  should  be  re¬ 
quested  during  the  Initial  contact  to  assure 
its  availability  while  still  on-site.  A  tour  of 
the  facility  might  be  appropriate  at  this  time 
or  at  least  it  can  be  tentatively  scheduled  for 
a  later  point  in  the  review.  To  avoid  un¬ 
warranted  or  unintended  interferences  with 
employer-employee  relations,  the  number, 
content  and  scope  of  employee  Interviews 
should  be  discussed  with  the  contractor  at 
this  time. 

B.  Report  of  General  Information.  Based 
on  the  information  obtained  from  the  con¬ 
tractor,  or  researched  by  you,  report  on  the 
contractor’s  corporate  organization  as  it 
might  affect  this  review.  If  this  material  is 
adequately  covered  In  a  previous  review,  at¬ 
tach  a  copy  of  the  relevant  portion  of  that 
review.  Attach  copies  of  a  sample  contract  or 
purchase  agreement  and  a  sample  certifica¬ 
tion  of  non-segregated  facilities  as  exhibits 
to  this  report.  Describe  the  compliance  his¬ 
tory  of  the  contractor  leading  up  to  the  pre¬ 
vious  compliance  review  indicating  the  com¬ 
pliance  agencies  involved  and  any  changes  in 
the  compliance  posture.  What  actions  has  the 
contractor  taken  relative  to  commitments 
made  subsequent  to  the  last  compliance 
review? 

IV.  EEO  Policies  and  Procedures. 

A.  External.  Describe  how  the  contractor 
indicates  he  has  attempted  to  establish  an 
image  of  an  EEO  employer  In  his  community 
and  In  his  recruitment  area.  How  does  the 
contractor  utilize  and  support  organizations 
which  would  assist  his  efforts  and  implement 
his  affirmative  action  program? 

B.  Internal.  (1)  Are  EEO  posters  promi¬ 
nently  displayed?  Indicate  the  type  of  EEO 
policy  statements  that  have  been  Issued.  By 
whom  and  addressed  to  whom?  Are  these 
statements  posted?  Are  they  included  in  em¬ 
ployee  handbooks  or  policy  manuals?  Is  the 
policy  statement  up-dated  periodically?  Has 
management  expressed  any  Intention  in  writ¬ 
ing  or  otherwise  to  take  disciplinary  action 
for  failure  to  adhere  to  EEO  policies  and 
procedures?  Does  the  contractor  publicize 
an  EEO  achievement?  Have  out-dated  posters 
mentioning  restrictions  on  employment  of 
females  been  removed? 

(2)  Describe  the  role  of  the  EEO  coordi¬ 
nator.  What  role  does  the  coordinator  play 
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in  dissemination  of  policy?  How  much  time 
does  he  or  she  spend  in  EEO  work? 

(3)  Describe  if  supervisors  are  involved 
in  goal  setting.  How  have  the  lower  level 
supervisors  received  and  disseminated  com¬ 
pany  EEO  policy?  Are  supervisors  held  ac¬ 
countable  for  failure  to  meet  EEO  goals?  Is 
EEO  part  of  the  orientation  for  new  em¬ 
ployees  and  are  there  periodic  meetings  with 
employees  and/or  supervisors  on  the  subject? 

V.  Recruitment,  Hiring,  Selection  and 
Placement. 

A  General  Procedures.  (1)  Review  the 
material  in  the  desk  audit  section  of  these 
guidelines  to  see  that  you  have  completed 
the  required  analysis  to  identify  the  Job 
titles  where  fewer  ofTers  or  acceptances  are 
made  to  minorities  and  woman  and  have 
indicated  information  needed  for  on-site 
analysis. 

(2)  Provide  an  analysis  based  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  issues  with  full  explanation  when  nec¬ 
essary,  from  data  gathered  at  the  on-site  re¬ 
view.  Are  different  interviewers  assigned  to 
interview  applicants  because  of  their  job  in¬ 
terest.  race  or  sex?  Is  Job  counseling  offered? 

If  not  hired,  is  the  applicant  given  a  specific 
reason?  Is  it  generally  the  real  reason  and  is 
it  so  noted  on  the  application  form?  If  not 
hired,  what  happens  to  the  application  form? 
What  are  the  possibilities  of  the  application 
being  retrieved  at  a  later  date?  Based  on  the 
EEO  specialist's  analysis  of  records  as  well  as 
the  contractor’s  statements,  has  this  hap¬ 
pened  very  often?  If  the  employment  office 
does  not  make  final  decisions  for  hire,  who 
does  and  on  what  basis?  If  additional  inter¬ 
views  are  conducted,  is  there  feedback  to  the 
employment  office  and  the  EEO  Coordinator? 
Does  anyone  monitor  for  disparate  rejection 
ratios  of  minorities  and  women?  Can  and  does 
anyone  challenge  decisions  made  by  the  se¬ 
lecting  officials?  Are  those  who  make  selec¬ 
tions  conscious  of  the  contractor's  goals  and 
timetables?  Describe  what  role  if  any  the  Co¬ 
ordinator  has  in  the  selection  process. 

( 3 )  Does  the  contractor  maintain  applicant 
flow  data  which  gives  all  the  necessary  in¬ 
formation  such  as  name,  race,  sex.  Job  applied 
for,  source  of  referral,  date  of  application  and 
disposition?  Obtain  copies  of  application 
forms.  Do  the  forms  request  information 
which  could  be  used  in  a  discriminatory  man¬ 
ner?  Specify  the  questionable  Information 
and  who  might  have  access  to  it.  If  such  in¬ 
formation  is  allegedly  asked  for  affirmative 
action  purposes,  could  it  be  maintained  on  a 
separate  record?  Are  any  questions  asked  of 
applicants  of  one  sex  but  not  of  applicants 
of  the  other  sex  (e  g.,  anticipated  temporary 
disability,  child  care  problems,  and  marital 
status)?  Prom  discussions  with  interviewers 
and  supervisors  as  well  as  from  comments  ap¬ 
pearing  on  the  application  forms,  what  appear 
to  be  some  of  the  more  subjective  criteria 
considered?  (l.e.,  socio-economic  background, 
illegitimacy,  appearance,  dress,  hair  style, 
geographical,  or  non-Job  related  school  pref¬ 
erences.)  Describe  the  filing  system  and  check 
to  see  how  long  applications  are  retained.  Is 
there  an  affirmative  action  file  or  other  re¬ 
trieval  system  to  enable  minorities  and 
women  to  be  reconsidered  if  no  Job  can  be 
offered  at  the  time  of  their  original  applica¬ 
tion?  Are  there  written  Job  descriptions  or 
Job  specifications?  If  not,  what  procedures 
are  used  instead?  Are  job  requisitions  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  employment  office  in  writing 
and  how  detailed  are  they?  Are  these  forms  or 
others  used  for  external  recruitment?  Sample 
a  representative  number  of  Job  requisitions 
on  a  given  date  and  determine  if  minorities 
and  women  were  applying  at  the  same  time. 
The  contractor's  applicant  flow  data  and  ap¬ 
plication  retrieval  system  should  permit  this 
kind  of  comparison  with  minimum  effort.  Ob¬ 
tain  samples  of  any  other  relevant  forms 
utilized  by  the  personnel  operation  such  as 
interview  reports. 


(4)  Describe  in  detail,  the  Job  application 
process  from  the  point  where  the  applicant 
first  makes  contact  with  the  contractor.  Ob¬ 
serve  the  physical  layout  of  the  contractor’s 
employment  office  for  any  segregation  by 
race  of  sex  of  applicants  and  whether  it 
would  be  apparent  to  a  job  seeker  that  the 
contractor  has  an  integrated  workforce. 
What  are  the  responsibilities  of  any  recep¬ 
tionist  on  duty?  Does  the  receptionist  screen 
applicants  or  application  forms  in  any  way? 

Is  everyone  requested  to  complete  an  ap¬ 
plication  form  at  all  times? 

(5)  Does  the  contractor  have  a  policy  on 
nepotism?  If  so,  is  the  policy  written  or  ap¬ 
plied  to  effect  Job  opportunities  adversely  for 
women  more  than  men?  Does  there  appear  to 
be  any  selection  or  placement  pattern  based 
on  race  or  sex?  Does  the  contractor  claim 
any  bona  fide  occupational  qualifications  to 
justify  sex  discrimination? 

B.  Determination  and,  Analysis  of  Adverse 
Effect.  ( 1 )  Adverse  effect  is  a  differential  rate 
of  selection  which  works  to  the  disadvantage 
of  a  covex-ed  group.  In  order  to  determine 
whether  adverse  effect  results  from  the  use  of 
“objective”  selection  requirements,  review 
the  data  provided  by  the  contractor  on  the 
reasons  for  rejection  for  the  Job  titles  cited 
by  you  in  the  desk  audit  analysis.  Present 
the  number  and  proportion  of  nonminority 
applicants  or  employees  and  the  number  and 
proportion  of  minority  applicants  or  em¬ 
ployees  rejected  for  each  of  the  cited  reasons. 
Present  the  same  statistics  for  women  and 
men.  Then  determine  the  selection  rate  for 
each  of  these  groups  by  subtracting  the  re¬ 
jection  rate  from  100  percent.  If  the  selec¬ 
tion  rate  for  minorities  (or  women)  is  less 
than  80  percent  of  the  selection  rate  for  the 
remaining  applicants  for  any  of  the  cited 
reasons,  then  there  is  an  adverse  effect  and 
the  selection  method  must  be  validated  as 
required  by  the  OFCC  Testing  and  Selection 
Order.  To  make  this  computation,  divide 
the  selection  rate  for  the  covered  group  by 
the  selection  rate  for  the  remaining  ap¬ 
plicants  and  compare  the  resulting  figure 
with  80  percent.  For  example,  if  30  percent 
of  nonminorities  are  rejected  (100  percent  — 
30  percent  =70  percent  selected)  on  the  basis 
of  educational  requirements  and  53  percent 
of  minorities  are  rejected  (100  percent— 53 
percent =47  percent  selected)  on  this  basis, 
then  there  is  an  adverse  effect  (i.e.,  47  per¬ 
cent  divided  by  70  percent  equals  56  percent, 
which  is  less  than  80  percent).  If  no  indi¬ 
vidual  reason  is  causing  an  adverse  effect 
but  the  minorities  (or  women)  selected  for 
employment  is  less  than  80  percent  of  the 
remaining  applicants  selected,  then  the  en¬ 
tire  selection  process  must  be  reviewed  and 
validated  as  required  by  the  OFCC  Testing 
and  Selection  Order.  Continue  in  this  section 
with  those  Job  titles  where  you  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  there  is  an  adverse  effect  result¬ 
ing  from  one  or  more  ‘‘objective”  selection) 
requirements.  Continue  with  part  (3)  below 
for  other  Job  titles  cited  by  you  in  the  desk 
audit  analysis,  where  there  are  not  “ob¬ 
jective”  selection  requirements  causing  an 
adverse  effect. 

(2)  Refer  to  the  Testing  and  Selection 
Order  (41  CFR  60-3).  To  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  Order,  all  contractors  must 
submit  certain  information.  (41  CFR  60-3.4 
(a),  60-3.6,  60-3.15,  41  CFR  60-2.23 (a)  (3), 
60  2.23(b)  (7),  (8),  (13),  60-2.24(b),  (d)  ) . 

(a)  To  be  meaningful,  information  sub¬ 
mitted  concerning  use  of  tests  should  in¬ 
clude: 

1.  Applicable  Job  title  or  Job  group. 

2.  Identifying  information  on  procedures 
used  for  selection  or  promotion  of  indi¬ 
viduals,  including  the  following  for  paper  and 
pencil  or  performance  tests:  name  of  test, 
form,  and  publisher  or  author. 

3.  Criteria  for  acceptance  or  cut-off  score, 
if  applicable. 


4.  For  total  candidates  tested  in  the  past 
year,  the  number  of  men  and  women  not 
acceptable.  The  same  Information  for  men 
and  women  should  be  provided  for  Negroes, 
Spanish-surnamed  Americans,  American  In¬ 
dians  and  Orientals  when  the  group  consti¬ 
tutes  2  percent  or  more  of  the  labor  force  in 
the  labor  market  or  recruiting  area  and  for 
nonminority  men  and  women.  If  no  definite 
criteria  of  acceptance  are  used  (such  as 
cut-off  scores,  the  average  (mean)  test  score 
for  each  group  and  the  scores  of  the  three 
lowest  scoring  candidates  accepted  should  be 
presented. 

(b)  If  the  selection  procedure  for  which 
there  is  an  adverse  effect  is  a  paper  ahd  pen¬ 
cil  or  performance  measure  (see  41  CFR 
60-3.2),  inquire  if  this  has  been  validated. 

If  the  test  has  not  been  validated  then  the 
contractor  must  take  appropriate  action 
(e.g.,  take  necessary  steps  to  validate  the 
procedure — during  which  time  cut-off  scores 
may  have  to  be  changed  or  eliminated,  or 
eliminate  the  adverse  effect) .  The  compliance 
office  must  determine  whether  the  action 
taken  by  the  contractor  is  in  accord  with 
41  CFR  60-3  and  testing  and  selection  guid¬ 
ance  memoranda  Issued  by  OFCC.  If  the 
selection  procedure  has  been  validated, 
the  contractor  must  provide  evidence  to 
show  that  the  procedure  has  been  vali¬ 
dated  in  accordance  with  the  Order  and 
the  compliance  officer  must  review  this 
evidence.  For  guidelines  on  reporting  validity, 
refer  to  41  CFR  60-3.6  of  the  Revised  Testing 
and  Selection  Order  as  amended  in  January 
1974.  You  should  inform  contractors  of  non- 
compliance  with  the  Order  when  validity  or 
evidence  supporting  validity  is  absent  or  sub¬ 
stantially  deficient.  However,  since  the  issues 
involved  in  test  validity  are  often  quite  tech¬ 
nical  and  complex,  the  compliance  officer 
should  not  try  to  identify  or  resolve  these 
issues  during  the  review.  In  cases  where  there 
are  technical  or  complex  issues  or  any  case 
where  the  compliance  officer  cannot  make  a 
clear  determination  of  compliance  or  non- 
compliance,  the  contractor’s  evidence  of  test 
validity  is  to  be  submitted  for  higher  level 
review  along  with  the  compliance  officer  s 
analysis  of  the  adverse  effect. 

(3)  Underutilisation,  Higher  Refection 
Rates  and  Other  Selection  Procedures.  For 
any  Job  groups  cited  by  you  in  the  desk  audit 
where  there  is  underutilization  or  a  higher 
rejection  rate  for  minorities  or  women,  are 
selection  techniques  other  than  tests  used  for 
employment  decisions?  Such  techniques  in¬ 
clude  but  are  not  restricted  to  unscored  or 
casual  interviews,  unscored  application  forms 
and  unscored  personal  history  and  back¬ 
ground  requirements  not  used  uniformly  as 
a  basis  for  qualifying  or  disqualifying  appli¬ 
cants  (see  41  CFR  60-3.13).  If  so,  the  con¬ 
tractor  must  either  provide  the  same  valida¬ 
tion  evidence  as  called  for  in  B  above  or  must 
adjust  employment  procedures  so  as  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  higher  rejection  rate  and  under¬ 
utilization. 

(4)  Adequacy  of  Applicant  Flow.  Are  the 
contractor’s  applicant  flow  data  adequate  for 
the  focus  job  titles  cited  by  you  as  having 
underutilization  in  your  review  of  the  work¬ 
force  analysis?  If  not,  the  following  further 
Investigation  into  recruitment  methods  and 
resources  is  necessary  during  the  on-site  re¬ 
view. 

(a)  What  procedixres  are  used  for  external 
recruitment?  Summarize  the  contractor’s  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  specific  recruitment  meth¬ 
ods  and  resources  utilized  for  each  focus  Job 
title  involved.  Are  minority  and  women- 
oriented  press  or  broadcast  media  utilized? 
Do  recruitment  ads,  either  in  words  or  loca¬ 
tion  in  the  publication,  suggest  preference 
for  one  sex?  Explain  the  impact  of  word-of- 
mouth  or  other  employee  referral  systems. 
Explain  if  recruitment  sources  are  contacted 
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in  writing  at  the  time  of  actual  Job  openings 
and  bow  much  Information  to  provided  to 
them  as  to  the  qualifications  necessary. 

(b)  Is  the  contractor  actually  aware  of  the 
results  of  the  company’s  recruitment  efforts? 
Has  the  contractor  specifically  requested  to 
bave  minority  and  women  candidates  among 
these  referrals?  Has  the  contractor  discon¬ 
tinued  using  any  of  these  sources  which 
bave  failed  to  make  such  referrals?  Has  the 
contractor  instituted  any  transportation  or 
housing  programs  to  aid  In  minority  recruit¬ 
ment?  What  Is  the  contractor’s  explanation 
for  any  failure  to  attract  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  of  women  and  minority  applicants?  Are 
employment  opportunities  denied  to  women 
with  young  children  but  not  to  men  with 
young  children?  Does  the  contractor  deny 
employment  opportunities  to  women  or  men 
based  on  a  State  “protective”  law? 

(c)  Describe  the  college  recruitment  pro¬ 
gram  only  if  college  recruitment  to  Involved 
for  the  focus  Job  titles  cited  In  your  review 
of  the  workforce  analysis.  Are  schools  visited 
with  predominantly  minority  or  women  en¬ 
rollment?  Is  the  contractor  familiar  with 
some  of  the  leaser  known  schools?  How  to  this 
program  related  to  the  company’s  national 
recruiting  program?  Describe  the  blue-collar 
recruitment  program,  if  applicable. 

(d)  Identify  the  appropriate  entry  level 
positions  and  the  promotional  ladders  as 
Indicated  by  the  contractor  and  by  the  EEO 
Specialist’s  confirmation  through  sample  rec¬ 
ord  analysis.  Are  these  lines  In  any  way 
oriented  by  race  or  sex?  Differentiate  be¬ 
tween  those  promotions  that  are  automatic 
and  those  that  are  competitive.  What  Is  the 
significance  of  interest,  ability  and  seniority 
In  promotion  and  transfer  considerations? 
Are  there  any  periodic  written  performance 
ratings  which  Influence  promotion  or  trans¬ 
fer?  Explain  whether  or  not  minorities  or 
women  are  concentrated  In  certain  Jobs  out¬ 
side  any  line  of  progression  or  which  dead¬ 
end  before  the  employee  can  reach  the  pay 
grade  to  which  their  experience,  training  or 
seniority'  might  entitle  them.  Is  there  a  well 
stuctured  transfer  program?  Discuss  any 
lack  of  representation  of  minorities  and 
women  in  this  program.  Review  the  file  on 
transfer  requests,  If  any.  Have  many  minori¬ 
ties  or  women  been  overlooked  or  rejected 
disproportionately?  What  is  the  freqeuncy 
of  inter-  or  lntra-departmental  transfer  for 
better  working  conditions  or  to  gain  promo¬ 
tional  opportunities?  Is  counseling  offered 
to  employees  considering  this  move?  How 
common  Is  transfer  from  blue-collar  to 
white-collar  positions  or  from  ‘‘traditionally 
female"  to  “traditionally  male”  Jobs  or  vice 
versa?  Who  monitors  promotion  and  transfer 
activity  and  through  what  means?  How  is 
Job  security  affected  by  transfer  or  promo¬ 
tion  and  does  this  disproportionately  affect 
minorities  or  women? 

VI.  Promotion  and  Transfer. 

A.  Based  on  the  Information  outlined  in 
the  desk  audit  section  on  promotion  and 
transfers,  a  determination  should  now  be 
made  If  there  Is  a  disparity  between  promo¬ 
tion  rate  of  minorities  and  women  as  re¬ 
lated  to  the  rate  for  non-minorities  and.  or 
males. 

B.  Any  selection  criteria  for  promotion 
that  is  causing  a  higher  rejection  rate  of 
minorities  or  women  must  be  reviewed  using 
the  procedure  in  VB  (1)  and  (2),  above. 

VH.  Terminations. 

As  a  result  of  your  analysis  of  data  sup¬ 
plied  during  the  desk  audit  or  on-site.  If 
there  Is  a  disproportionate  number  of  ter¬ 
minations  because  of  assignment  of  minor¬ 
ity  group  members  or  women  to  specific  kinds 
of  Jobs,  the  causal  factor  should  be  explored 
and  discussed  on-eite.  Present  the  results 
of  that  explanation  here  or  state  that  no 


such  disproportionate  effect  exists.  Are  em¬ 
ployees  of  one  sex  In  a  certain  Job  title 
terminated  upon  reaching  a  certain  age 
without  the  same  rule  applying  to  the  other 
sex?  Are  procedures  affecting  termination 
validated  If  there  Is  a  disproportionate  effect? 
Refer  practices  or  procedures  that  may  In¬ 
dicate  age  discrimination  to  the  Wage-Hour 
Administrator  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor. 

VIII.  Supervisory  Positions. 

Review  the  workforce  analysis  and  focus 
Jobs  cited  by  you  In  the  desk  audit  with 
specific  reference  to  supervisory  positions. 
Comment  on  the  representation  of  minori¬ 
ties  and  women  among  supervisors  and  where 
promotions  during  the  previous  year  suggest 
any  Improvement.  If  appropriate,  review 
selected  personnel  records  to  conduct  the 
following  analysis.  Explain  how  supervisors 
are  selected.  Who  monitors  these  actions? 
Explain  how  supervisory  ability  is  measured. 
Are  minorities  and  women  supervising  Inte¬ 
grated  groups?  Are  women  supervisors  gen¬ 
erally  at  a  lower  plateau  In  the  organization? 
Where  there  is  low  utilization  of  minorities 
or  women  In  supervisory  positions,  can  this 
be  traced  to  specific  past  actions  In  recruit¬ 
ment  or  placement?  Are  there  selection  cri¬ 
teria  for  supervisory  positions  that  are  caus¬ 
ing  an  adverse  effect?  If  so,  follow  the  proce¬ 
dures  In  VB(1)  and  VB(2)  (b)(1)  above. 
Where  minorities  and  women  have  been 
newly  Installed  as  supervisors,  has  there 
been  any  negative  reaction  frdm  the  work¬ 
force  and  how  has  management  dealt  with 
It?  Is  there  a  supervisory  development  pro¬ 
gram?  Does  this  start  prior  to  entry  Into 
supervision  car  Is  It  part  of  an  on-the-Job 
program?  Does  It  Include  training  on  EEO 
matters  and  problems? 

IX.  Pay  Practices. 

Review  and  compare  wages  and  salaries  of 
a  sampling  of  minorities  and  women  within 
selected  Job  titles.  The  following  list  of  ques¬ 
tions  are  necessary  In  making  this  investiga¬ 
tion.  Be  sure  and  give  a  full  explanation 
with  each  answer. 

A.  Are  there  positions  with  similar  duties 
but  with  different  rates  of  pay? 

(1)  Does  the  Incumbent’s  sex  or  race  have 
anything  to  do  with  these  differences  In  rates 
of  pay? 

(2)  What  Is  the  contractor’s  explanation 
for  these  discrepancies? 

B.  Are  there  general  salary  ranges  for  Jobs 
or  specific  rates  at  which  everyone  begins? 

C.  Do  minority  and  women  workers  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  paid  lower  beginning  rates? 

(1)  What  Is  the  contractor’s  explanation? 

(2)  Who  makes  these  determinations? 

D.  Are  the  rates  negotiable? 

E.  Are  minorities  or  women  assigned  to 
Jobs  where  Incentive  earnings  are  more 
difficult? 

F.  Does  review  of  any  employee’s  records 
confirm  or  dispute  the  relationship  of  edu¬ 
cation,  training,  and  experience  to  the  wages 
being  earned? 

X.  Analysis  of  Jobs  with  Substantial  Con¬ 
centrations  of  Minorities  or  Women. 

A.  Review  the  Information  prepared  by 
the  contractor  and  make  a  determination  as 
to  which.  If  any,  departments  or  lines  of 
progression  within  departments  appear  to 
have  been  utilized  In  the  past  for  discrim¬ 
inatory  placement  of  minorities  or  women. 

B.  Now  compare  the  wage  or  Job  class 
range  of  each  such  unit  with  that  of  depart¬ 
ments  or  lines  of  progression  where  whites 
(or  males,  If  comparing  female)  are  concen¬ 
trated.  Also  compare  working  conditions, 
degree  of  skill  acquisition,  and  rapidity  of 
advancement  In  each  unit.  Then  make  a  de¬ 
termination  as  to  whether  each  of  the  units 
In  which  minorities  or  females  are  concen¬ 
trated  Is  less  desirable.  Take  Into  considera¬ 


tion  In  this  analysis  whether  progression  to 
the  top  of  one  line  may  lead  to  advance¬ 
ment  to  management  while  the  other  may 
not.  Additional  detail  data  will  probably  be 
required  for  this  analysis. 

C.  If  discriminatory  placement  has  oc¬ 
curred  you  must  attempt  to  determine  if 
and  when  the  company  has  ceased  discrim¬ 
inatory  placement.  Begin  with  a  review  of 
your  analysis  of  new  hire  data,  determining 
whether  placement  Into  departments  and 
lines  of  progression  has  been  oriented  ac¬ 
cording  to  race  or  sex.  If  so,  then  all  present 
minority  and  female  Incumbents  of  the  units 
Identified  should  be  considered  members 
of  an  affected  class.  If  race  or  sex  no  longer 
appear  to  be  factors  In  placement  of  new 
hires,  further  Inquiry  of  the  contractor  must 
be  made  to  determine  when  these  factors 
ceased  to  be  considerations  in  placement. 
Try  to  establish  a  definite  date;  all  Incum¬ 
bents  of  the  units  Identified  hired  prior  to 
that  date  will  be  Identifiable  as  members  of 
the  affected  class. 

D.  Formulate  a  definition  of  the  affected 
class  as  identified  In  this  review,  and  Iden¬ 
tify  each  member  of  It.  This  may  be  done,  for 
example,  by  reference  to  their  locations  in 
the  seniority  list.  A  typical  definition  would 
read  as  follows: 

The  affected  class  shall  be  considered  to  be 
all  black  employees  presently  assigned  to 
Progression  Lines  1,  2,  3,  and  4  who  were 
hired  prior  to  December  31, 1970. 

E.  Now  you  must  conduct  an  analysis  to 
determine  which  business  practices  are  re¬ 
sulting  In  the  denial  of  equal  employment 
opportunity  to  those  discrlmlnatorlly  placed 
in  the  past.  Examine  provisions  of  the  col¬ 
lective  bargaining  agreement,  or  If  no  union, 
the  company  policy  manual,  and  summarize 
in  the  compliance  review  those  provisions 
having  to  do  with  transfer,  promotion  and 
layoff,  as  well  as  those  dealing  with  the  effect 
of  seniority  upon  such  personnel  changes. 
The  following  must  be  determined: 

(1)  May  any  qualified  employees  transfer 
from  one  employment  unit  to  another? 

(2)  What  kind  of  seniority — plant,  depart¬ 
ment,  seniority  unit,  Job — is  the  basis  for 
transfer  competition? 

(3)  If  lines  of  progression  or  promotional 
sequences  are  utilized  within  departments, 
is  seniority  the  principal  determinant  of 
promotion  from  one  Job  level  to  the  next 
highest  Job  level.  In  other  words,  is  pro¬ 
gression  through  the  line  principally  a  func¬ 
tion  of  seniority? 

(4)  What  kind  of  seniority — plant,  de¬ 
partment,  seniority  unit,  line  of  progression, 
or  Job — Is  the  basis  for  competition  for  pro¬ 
motion  within  lines  of  progression  or  senior¬ 
ity  units? 

(6)  What  kind  of  seniority  competition  is 
there  tor  reduction  In  force  and  layoff? 

(6)  Assuming  that  the  affected  class  may 
transfer,  If  qualified,  to  other  employment 
units,  the  heart  of  the  matter  Is  what  losses, 
in  terms  of  seniority.  Job  retention  rights, 
and  wages,  they  will  sustain  If  they  seek  to 
avail  themselves  of  transfer  opportunity? 

F.  Now  make  a  determination  as  to 
whether  members  of  the  affected  class  are 
presently  qualified,  or  can  become  qualified 
In  the  same  manner  as  white  or  male  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  past,  for  Jobs  in  the  employ¬ 
ment  units  from  which  they  have  been  ex¬ 
cluded.  The  most  productive  technique  here 
Is  probably  comparing  present  qualifications 
of  the  affected  class  with  qualifications  of 
whites  (or  males)  at  the  time  the  whites 
(or  males)  were  hired.  Make  a  determination 
of  the  qualifications  of  the  least  qualified 
white  (or  male)  currently  In  the  more  de¬ 
sirable  employment  unit. 

G.  If  you  have  Identified  an  affected  class, 
remedies  must  be  developed  for  the  con- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER-,  VOL.  39,  NO.  135— FRIDAY,  JULY  12,  1974 


25660 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


tractor  to  be  In  compliance.  Refer  to  OFCC 
guidance  memos  on  affected  class  In  develop¬ 
ing  each  step  of  the  remedy.  However,  In 
arriving  at  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
remedy,  some  insight  Is  needed  into  the 
extent  that  any  remedy  would  be  welcomed 
and  utilized  by  such  individuals  even  with 
Job  security  assured.  It  is  therefore  advisable 
that  selected  members  of  the  affected  class 
be  interviewed.  Your  written  discussion  of 
the  remedy  should  include  the  following 
aspects.  Referring  to  the  lines  of  progression 
or  promotional  sequences,  which  Jobs  must 
dead -ended  minorities  and  women  move  into 
in  order  to  progress?  Would  the  affected  class 
employee  require  additional  training  to 
progress?  Are  the  Jobs  in  the  promotional 
sequences  functionally  related?  What 
changes  in  the  bargaining  agreements  would 
be  necessary  in  order  to  stimulate  transfer 
of  affected  class  members  or  perhaps  make 
transfer  unnecessary?  Has  the  contractor 
already  initiated  some  action  in  this  regard? 
When?  Could  long-time  affected  class  mem¬ 
bers  possibly  move  up  more  than  one  Job 
title  immediately  or  with  little  extra  training 
in  order  to  obtain  their  rightful  place  in  re¬ 
lationship  to  their  company  seniority?  Note: 
since  this  is  still  a  preliminary  stage  to  final 
agreements,  you  should  avoid  unnecessary 
interference  in  employer-employee  relation¬ 
ships  by  giving  the  contractor  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  discuss  remedies  with  affected  class 
members.  If  the  contractor  falls  to  do  this 
adequately,  you  should  Interview  selected 
members  of  the  affected  class.  Through  in¬ 
terviews  you  should  determine  whether 
minorities  or  women  feel  the  union,  if  any, 
is  servicing  them  properly. 

(1)  Bargaining  Units,  (a)  Identify  the 
various  unions  in  the  contractor’s  establish¬ 
ment.  Determine  if  there  are  any  memoranda 
of  understanding  of  addendums  not  included 
in  the  labor  agreement.  Obtain  copies  of  all 
collective  bargaining  agreements.  Do  the 
labor  agreements  contain  an  EEO  clause?  Re¬ 
view  these  agreements  (and  attach  them 
along  with  progression  charts  to  this  report) 
considering,  as  appropriate,  the  following: 

(b)  Are  EEO  grievances  subject  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  grievance  machinery,  if  any.  If  so, 
with  what  frequency  have  such  EEO  griev¬ 
ances  been  filed  and  what  have  been  the 
results.  Does  the  labor  agreement  spell  out 
the  rights  of  employees  in  terms  of  tenure, 
layoff,  recall,  transfer,  promotions  and  the 
various  fringe  benefits?  Is  there  a  formal 
posting  and  bidding  procedure  for  transfer 
or  promotions?  What  are  the  criteria  for 
determining  the  successful  bidder?  Are 
minorities  and  women  encouraged  to  bid 
into  Jobs  where  they  have  been  previously 
underutilized?  How  important  is  seniority? 
Can  an  employee  hold  more  than  one 
seniority  date?  If  bo,  explain  what  each 
means  and  how  it  was  acquired.  Do  the  layoff 
and  recall  provisions  have  a  disparate  effect 
on  minorities  and  women?  How  and  why? 
Have  there  been  any  mergers  of  seniority 
units  or  lines  of  progression,  and  how  has 
this  affected  minorities  and  women?  Are 
there  any  “understood”  or  traditional  prac¬ 
tices  which  differ  from  those  described  In 
the  contract  Itself?  Are  disciplinary  actions 
spelled  out  clearly?  (Explain  this  under 
Section  3  below.) 

(2)  Non- Bar  gaining  Unit  Positions. 
Determine  if  there  are  company  policies  or 
procedures  in  writing  which  deal  with  the 
situations  as  discussed  in  the  previous  para¬ 
graph  for  those  positions  not  covered  by  any 
bargaining  unit?  Does  longevity  play  any 
role  in  Job  security? 

(3)  Benefits  and  Disciplinary  Actions.  Re¬ 
view  the  contractor’s  personnel  manual  or 
Its  equivalent.  Are  there  any  disciplinary 
policies  which  would  tend  to  discriminate 


against  minorities  or  women?  What  is  the 
policy  on  maternity  leave  and  is  it  in  accord 
with  OFCC  regulations?  Does  the  policy  re¬ 
sult  in  rejection  or  suspension  from  employ¬ 
ment  or  require  involuntary  leave  solely  on 
account  of  the  condition  of  pregnancy?  Are 
there  any  distinctions  based  upon  sex  in  the 
granting  of  fringe  benefits,  including  medi¬ 
cal,  hospital,  accident,  life  insurance,  pen¬ 
sion  and  retirement  benefits,  profit  sharing 
and  bonus  plans,  credit  union  benefits,  or 
leave  which  violate  current  OFCC  regula¬ 
tions?  Are  the  same  benefits  made  available 
for  the  wives  and  families  of  male  employees 
also  made  available  for  the  husbands  and 
families  of  female  employees?  Does  the  con¬ 
tractor  specify  any  differences  on  the  basis  of 
sex  in  either  mandatory  or  optional  retire¬ 
ment  age? 

XI.  Training  and  Educational  Opportuni¬ 
ties. 

A.  Internal.  (1)  Review  the  contractor’s 
data  on  training  that  has  occurred  over  the 
past  year.  Indicate  the  participation  by  total, 
male,  female  and  male  and  female  minority 
classifications  and  show  the  training  partici¬ 
pating  rate  for  each  group.  If  the  number  of 
applicants  in  the  last  year  was  less  than  100, 
your  analysis  should  include  all  such  appli¬ 
cants.  If  the  number  of  applicants  in  the  last 
year  was  more  than  100,  your  analysis  should 
include  a  sample  of  10  percent  of  such  appli¬ 
cants  or  100  whichever  is  greater.  Include 
employees  hired  directly  into  such  programs. 

Is  participation  strictly  voluntary  or  are  there 
selection  procedures?  Such  procedures  must 
be  validated  if  there  is  an  adverse  effect. 

(2)  Inquire  about  what  types  of  training 
new  employees  receive.  Is  there  evidence  of 
any  disparate  failure  or  dropout  rate?  If  such 
disparities  exist,  what  efforts  has  the  con¬ 
tractor  made  to  correct  the  situation?  How 
is  failure  determined?  Is  it  in  accord  with  41 
CFR  Part  60-3?  Is  formal  training  being 
required  now  for  Jobs  not  previously  in¬ 
volved?  If  so,  have  you  included  this  in  the 
section  on  affected  class?  If  there  is  a  regis¬ 
tered  apprenticeship  program,  has  the  con¬ 
tractor  developed  an  affirmative  action  pro¬ 
gram  under  29  CFR  Part  30  or  a  State  plan  for 
EEO  in  Apprenticeship?  Has  the  contractor's 
Apprenticeship  AAP  been  approved  by  the 
contractor’s  apprenticeship  registration 
agency? 

B.  External  Programs.  Describe  any  pro¬ 
grams  offering  tuition  assistance  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  minority  and  women  participation? 
What  is  the  contractor's  explanation  for  any 
disproportionate  representation  of  women  or 
minorities?  Describe  any  school  work  or  other 
cooperative  type  programs,  the  minority  and 
female  enrollment  at  these  Institutions,  and 
the  minority  and  female  participation  In 
such  programs.  Are  there  any  summer  school 
work  programs  or  other  Government  or  pri¬ 
vately-funded  training  on  a  part  time  basis? 
Are  there  any  selection  or  qualifying  proce¬ 
dures  that  would  tend  to  preclude  the  In¬ 
volvement  of  a  representative  number  erf 
minorities  and  women  (e.g.,  expense,  length 
of  training,  travel  Involved,  no  clear  evidence 
of  career  advancement,  etc.)  ?  After  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  program,  is  job  replacement  as¬ 
sured  or  assistance  available? 

XII.  Goals  and  Timetables. 

A.  Achievement  of  past  and  present  goals 
and  timetables.  Is  the  contractor  meeting  the 
current  goals  and  timetables?  Did  he  meet 
previous  goals  and  timetables?  If  not.  deter¬ 
mine  from  the  contractor  his  assessment  of 
why  the  goals  were  not  achieved.  Pursue  what 
you  deem  to  be  necessary  changes  for  future 
success  in  meeting  goals.  If  the  contractor  is 
not  meeting  the  current  goals  and  timetables 
or  if  the  contractor  did  not  meet  the  previous 
goals  and  timetables,  a  determination  of  good 
faith  must  be  made  and  the  determination 


will  be  based  upon  his  efforts  to  broaden  his 
recruitment  and  promotion  base.  See  B(2) 
below. 

B.  Establishment  of  present  and  future 
goals  and  timetables.  (1)  Specific  goals  and 
timetables  are  to  be  established  separately 
for  minorities  and  women  considering  the 
factors  cited  in  Order  4  and  based  on  the 
contractor’s  analysis.  In  establishing  time¬ 
tables  the  contractor  must  consider  the  an¬ 
ticipated  expansion,  contraction  and  turn¬ 
over  of  and  in  the  workforce.  This  would  in¬ 
clude  a  review  of  anticipated  vacancies  in 
the  major  Job  groupings  for  the  next  year 
and  any  other  pertinent  period  related  to  the 
affirmative  action  program. 

(a)  A  goal  must  be  established  for  each 
Job  group  in  which  underutilization  exists 
and  must  be  designed  to  completely  correct 
the  underutilization.  The  goal  must  be 
stated  as  a  percentage  of  the  total  employ¬ 
ees  in  the  Job  group  and  must  be  equal  to 
the  percentage  of  minorities  or  women  avail¬ 
able  for  work  in  the  Job  group  in  accordance 
with  the  criteria  set  forth  in  41  CFR  60-2.11. 

A  single  goal  for  minorities  is  acceptable, 
unless  through  the  company’s  evaluation  it 
Is  determined  that  one  minority  is  under¬ 
utilized  in  a  substantially  disparate  manner, 
In  which  case  separate  goals  and  time  tables 
for  such  minority  groups  may  be  required 
Individually,  and  it  may  further  be  required, 
where  appropriate,  that  separate  goals  be 
established  within  the  minority  groups  by 
sex.  (See  Order  4. 1  60-2.12(k) .) 

(b)  For  each  Job  group  In  which  under¬ 
utilization  exists,  a  specific  timetable  must 
be  established  for  reaching  the  ultimate  goal 
In  the  minimum  feasible  time  period. 

(c)  For  each  Job  group  In  which  under¬ 
utilization  exists,  the  contractor  must  estab¬ 
lish  annual  rates  of  hiring  and/or  promoting 
minorities  and  women  until  the  ultimate 
goal  Is  reached.  These  rates  should  be  the 
maximum  rates  that  can  be  achieved  through 
putting  forth  every  good  faith  effort.  In¬ 
cluding  the  use  of  available  recruitment  and 
training  facilities,  and  must  not  be  lower 
than  the  percentage  rate  set  In  the  ultimate 
goal.  Numerical  goals  based  on  projected 
openings  are  required  but  cannot  be  used 
in  place  of  percentage  goals.  Goals  should 
be  stated  both  as  actual  numbers  and  as 
percentages  for  backup  goals.  That  is,  a  con¬ 
tractor  may  establish  a  goal  of  10  women 
based  on  an  expected  20  vacancies  for  hires  or 
promotions.  But  his  expected  vacancies  may 
vary.  So  he  should  also  give  a  percentage 
goal  (e.g.,  50  percent  of  hires)  which  would 
apply  If  opportunities  exceed  his  current 
estimates. 

(d)  Each  program  must  contain  specific 
and  detailed  action  oriented  programs.  In¬ 
cluding  recruitment  and  training  programs, 
which  comply  with  Revised  Order  4.  These 
programs  must,  among  other  required  In¬ 
gredients,  oommit  the  contractor  to  under¬ 
take  every  good  faith  effort  to  contact  and 
make  use  of  relevant  recruitment  and  train¬ 
ing  resources  available  In  the  community 
and  to  use  Its  own  resources  for  recruiting 
and  training  minorities  and  women  to  fill 
positions  In  Job  groups  where  underutiliza¬ 
tion  exists.  Data  regarding  promotable  em¬ 
ployees,  community  training  facilities  and 
company  training  facilities  must  be  prepared 
by  the  company  Itself,  and  related  to  the 
locality. 

(2)  How  many  of  these  jobs  will  be  filled 
through  upgrading?  In  considering  the  cur¬ 
rent  workforce,  turnover,  and  deficiencies 
Identified,  are  the  contractor’s  goals  reason¬ 
able  and  will  they  achieve  prompt  and  full 
utilization  of  minorities  and  women?  Is  there 
evidence  that  the  contractor  is  considering 
minorities  and  women  not  in  the  workforce? 
Make  specific  suggestions  for  affirmative  ac- 
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tion  based  on  problem  areas  and  on  areas 
previously  lacking  in  positive  affirmative  ac¬ 
tion,  as  pointed  out  by  the  review.  The 
affirmative  action  program  must  appear  as  an 
exhibit  to  this  report.  Determination  of  good 
faith  effort  should  be  made  which  shall  in¬ 
clude  but  not  be  limited  to  the  following: 

(a)  Notification  to  the  community  organi¬ 
zations  that  the  contractor  has  employment 
opportunities  available  and  maintenance  of 
records  regarding  the  organizations’  response. 

(b)  Maintenance  of  a  file  of  the  names 
and  addresses  of  each  minority  or  female 
worker  referred  to  the  contractor  and  what 
action  was  taken  with  respect  to  each  such 
referred  worker. 

(c)  Participation  in  training  programs  in 
the  area.  Full  consideration  of  the  training 
which  the  contractor  can  reasonably  under¬ 
take. 

(d)  Dissemination  of  the  contractor’s  EEO 
policy,  by  including  it  in  any  policy  manual; 
by  publicizing  it  in  company  or  union  news¬ 
papers,  annual  report,  etc.;  by  conducting 
meetings  to  explain  and  discuss  the  policy; 
by  posting  of  the  policy;  and  by  specific  re¬ 
view  of  the  policy  with  minority  and  female 
employees. 

(e)  Dissemination  of  the  EEO  policy  ex¬ 
ternally  by  informing  and  discussing  it  with 
all  recruitment  sources;  by  advertising  in 
news  media,  specifically  including  minority 
news  media;  and  by  notifying  and  discussing 
it  with  all  contractors  and  subcontractors. 

(f)  Specific  and  constant  personal  (both 
written  and  oral)  recruitment  efforts  di¬ 
rected  at  all  minority  and  female  organiza¬ 
tions,  schools  with  minority  and  female 
students,  minority  and  female  recruitment 
organizations,  and  training  organizations, 
within  the  contractor’s  recruitment  area. 

(g)  Specific  efforts  to  encourage  present 
minority  and  female  employees  to  make  re¬ 
ferrals  in  the  recruitment  effort. 

(h)  Validation  of  all  worker  specifications, 
selection  requirements,  tests,  etc.,  as  required 
by  the  Testing  and  Selection  Order  41  CFR 
5  60-3. 

(i)  Making  every  effort  to  provide  after¬ 
school,  summer  and  vacation  employment  to 
minority  youths. 

(J)  Where  reasonable,  the  development  of 
on-the-job  training  opportunities  and  par¬ 
ticipation  and  assistance  in  any  association 
or  group  training  programs  relevant  to  the 
contractor’s  needs. 

(k)  Continuing  Inventory  and  evaluation 
of  all  minority  and  female  personnel  for  pro¬ 
motion  opportunities  and  encouragement  of 
minority  and  female  employees  to  seek  such 
opportunities. 

(l)  Assuring  that  seniority  practices,  Job 
classifications,  etc.,  do  not  have  a  discrimi¬ 
natory  effect. 

(m)  Assuring  that  all  facilities  and  activi¬ 
ties  are  nonsegregated. 

(n)  Continual  monitoring  of  all  person¬ 
nel  activities  to  insure  that  Its  EEO  policy 
Is  being  carried  out. 

(o)  All  other  sections  of  Subpart  C  of 
Order  4  (41  CFR  60-2.20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  and 
25)  and  the  OFCC  Sex  Discrimination  Guide¬ 
lines  at  41  CFR  Part  60-20. 

XIII.  Religious  and  National  Origin  Dis¬ 
crimination. 

Refer  to  the  regulations  (41  CFR  60-50). 
Has  the  contractor  reviewed  his  practices 
to  determine  whether  members  of  religious 
and/or  ethnic  groups  are  receiving  fair  con¬ 
sideration  for  Job  opportunities?  Describe 
the  outreach  and  positive  recruitment  activi¬ 
ties  undertaken  by  the  contractor  to  remedy 
problems  identified.  (See  41  CFR  60-50.2 (b) ) . 
Describe  any  accommodation  made  by  the 
contractor  to  the  religious  observances  and 
practices  of  an  employee  or  prospective  em¬ 
ployee.  When  such  situations  exist,  If  the 
contractor  has  not  made  such  accommoda¬ 


tion,  describe  the  contractor’s  rationale  In¬ 
cluding,  at  least:  (a)  business  necessity, 
(b)  financial  costs  and  expenses,  and  (c) 
resulting  personnel  policies. 

((5  U.S.C.  553(a)  (3)  (B) )  29  CFR  2.7  section 
201,  Executive  Order  11246,  30  FR  12319, 
and  Executive  Order  11376,  32  FR  14303.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  July,  1974. 

Peter  J.  Brennan, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

Bernard  E.  DeLury, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards. 

Phillip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc .74-1 6045  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 

Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  19962;  FCC  74-725] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast  Stations,  Table  of 
Assignments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
5  73.202(b),  table  of  assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  stations.  (Lehigh  Acres,  Fla.; 
Monticello,  Fla.;  Rockwell  City,  La.; 
Millinocket,  Me.;  Aguada,  P.R.;  and  St. 
Helena,  Calif.) . 

The  Commission  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  its  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
adopted  March  7,  1974,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  March  15,  1974 
(39  Fed.  Reg.  9989),  inviting  comments 
on  a  number  of  changes  in  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments  (5  73.202(b)  of  the 
rules) .  With  the  exception  of  the  propo¬ 
sal  for  Aguada,  Puerto  Rico,  all  proposals 
were  unopposed.  Except  as  noted,  the 
population  figures  were  taken  from  the 
1970  U.S.  Census.  The  communities, 
channel  assignments  proposed,  and  peti¬ 
tioning  parties  are  as  follows: 

RM-2232 _  Channel  257A  to  Lehigh  Acres, 

Fla.  (Broadcast  Management, 
Inc.). 

RM-2293-.  Channel  296A  to  Lehigh  Aches, 
Fla.  (Hudson  Communica¬ 
tions  Corp.) . 

RM-2240..  Channel  292A  to  MontlceUo, 
I?la.  (Dr.  Claud  Anderson) . 

RM-2241 _  Channel  288A  to  Rockwell  City. 

Iowa  (Francis  N.  Donnelly) . 

RM-2242 _ Channel  249 A  to  MiUlnocket, 

Maine  (Katahdin  Radio,  Inc.). 

RM-2246 _ Channel  288A  to  Aguada,  PR. 

(Aurlo  Matos) . 

RM-2247 _ Channel  269 A  to  St.  Helena, 

Calif.  (Young  Radio,  Inc.). 

2.  In  each  of  the  above  cases,  the  pe¬ 
titioning  party  seeks  the  assignment  of 
a  first  channel  without  requiring  any 
other  changes  in  the  FM  Table  of  As¬ 
signments.  Each  assignment  can  be  made 
in  conformance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Commission’s  minimum  mileage 
separation  rule.  The  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  has  given  its  concurrence  to  the 
assignment  of  Channel  269A  to  Milli¬ 
nocket,  Maine. 

3.  We  have  given  careful  considera¬ 
tion  to  all  comments,  supporting  state¬ 


ments  and  other  pleadings,  and  find  it  in 
the  public  interest  to  assign  the  proposed 
FM  channels  to  the  above-listed  com¬ 
munities  except  for  Lehigh  Acres,  Flor¬ 
ida,  to  which  only  one  channel  instead 
of  the  proposed  two  will  be  assigned  and 
Monticello,  Florida,  to  which  none  will 
be  assigned.  (The  proponent  for  the 
Monticello  channel  has  indicated  that 
he  is  no  longer  interested  in  establishing 
a  radio  station  there  and  suggests  ter¬ 
mination  of  rule  making  for  Monticello. 
Thus  the  petition  filed  by  Dr.  Claud  An¬ 
derson  will  be  dismissed.) 

4.  In  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
herein  we  set  out  the  economic  and 
other  information  pertaining  to  the  need 
for  a  first  FM  assignment  in  each  of  the 
communities.  We  shall,  therefore,  not  re¬ 
peat  it  here  in  this  document.  However, 
because  of  adverse  comments,  the  pro¬ 
posals  for  Lehigh  Acres,  Florida,  and 
Aguada,  Puerto  Rico,  are  discussed  below. 

5.  Lehigh  Acres,  Florida.  With  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  two  separate  petitions  filed, 
each  proposing  the  assignment  of  a  first 
FM  channel  to  Lehigh  Acres,  Florida 
(population  11,250)  ,*  we  stated  in  our 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  that  it 
was  not  clear  from  the  petitions  whether, 
if  two  channels  are  assigned  to  Lehigh 
Acres,  each  petitioner  would  be  willing 
to  build  a  station  there.  We  requested  the 
petitioners  to  furnish  information  on 
this  point  as  well  as  information  as  to 
whether  Lehigh  Acres  could  support  two 
FM  stations.  In  comments  filed  by 
Broadcast  Management,  Inc.  (RM-2232) 
(petitioner  proposing  assignment  of 
257A)  petitioner  does  not  clearly  address 
itself  to  our  request  but  states  that  there 
is  a  great  need  for  a  local  FM  service  in 
Lehigh  Acres  and  that,  if  Channel  257A 
is  assigned,  it  will  immediately  apply  for 
a  permit  to  construct  and  operate  a  sta¬ 
tion.  In  comments  filed  by  Hudson  Com¬ 
munications  Corporation  (Hudson) 
(RM-2293)  (petitioner  proposing  as¬ 
signment  of  Channel  296A),  petitioner 
states  that,  although  Lehigh  Acres  is  a 
growing  community,  it  does  not  believe 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  assigning  two  Class  A  FM  channels 
there,  at  least  for  the  foreseeable  future. 
Hudson  contends  there  is  already  a  full¬ 
time  AM  station  in  the  market  and  there 
are  numerous  AM  and  FM  services  avail¬ 
able  from  stations  located  in  outside 
communities.  It  notes  that,  if  two  chan¬ 
nels  are  assigned,  it  will  not  become  an 
applicant  for  one  of  these  channels  for 
it  does  not  believe,  at  this  stage  of  growth 
in  the  Lehigh  Acres  area,  that  three  local 
services  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 
(Lehigh  Acres  presently  has  an  unlim¬ 
ited  time  AM  station  licensed  to  Broad¬ 
cast  Management,  Inc.,  the  other  peti¬ 
tioner  for  a  first  FM  channel  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding)  .  Hudson  further  states  that,  if 
only  one  channel  is  assigned  and  if  no 
other  applicant  files  for  the  channel,  it 


1  Population  figure  is  from  the  publication, 
"Questions  and  Answers  about  Lehigh 
Acres,"  distributed  by  Lehigh  Acres  Devel¬ 
opment,  Inc.,  Developers  and  Managers  erf 
Lehigh  Acres,  Florida.  The  1970  U.S.  Census 
figure  was  4,394. 
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reaffirms  that  it  will  file  for  and  build 
the  station;  however,  if  there  are  multi¬ 
ple  applicants  it  will  determine  whether 
or  not  to  file  an  application  by  assessing 
its  likelihood  of  prevailing  in  a  compara¬ 
tive  hearing  and  the  delays  in  initiating 
service  that  a  comparative  hearing  would 

C&US6. 

6.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  appears 
that  it  would  not  be  in  the  public  interest 
to  assign  two  channels  to  Lehigh  Acres 
at  this  time.  Interested  parties  may  peti¬ 
tion  for  an  additional  assignment  in  the 
future  if  the  need  for  another  station 
should  arise.  We  believe  that  Channel 
296A  should  be  assigned  to  Lehigh  Acres. 
Channel  296A  appears  to  be  a  better 
choice  than  Channel  257A  because  there 
would  be  a  greater  flexibility  in  the  siting 
of  the  station. 

7.  Aguada,  Puerto  Rico.  The  Notice,  on 
the  basis  of  a  petition  filed  by  Aurio 
Matos,  proposed  the  assignment  of 
Channel  288 A  to  Aguada,  Puerto  Rico. 
Mr.  Matos  notes  that  Aguada,  with  a 
population  of  4,590,  is  located  on  the 
northwestern  coast  of  Aguada  Municipio 
(population  25,658) .  He  filed  comments 
in  support  of  the  proposed  assignment 
and  reiterated  his  intent  to  promptly 
apply  for  consent  to  construct  a  station 
if  authorized  by  the  Commission. 

8.  A  timely  opposition  to  the  proposal 
was  filed  by  Ricardo  Vega,  licensee  of  PM 
Station  WTPM(FM),  Aguadilla,  Agua- 
dilla  Municipio,  Puerto  Rico,  Aguadilla 
is  located  approximately  4y2  miles  north¬ 
east  of  Aguada.  Mr.  Vega  states  that  Mr. 
Matos  is  in  error  when  he  states  that 
Aguada  is  the  site  of  numerous  indus¬ 
tries.  Mr.  Vega  notes  that  the  exact  num¬ 
ber  is  5  small  manufacturing  plants.  He 
contends  that  the  major  civic  and  re¬ 
ligious  organizations  in  Aguada  are  being 
satisfactorily  served  by  WTPM;  that  this 
station  is  considered  all  over  the  area  as 
the  station  of  Aguada;  that  approxi¬ 
mately  65%  of  the  commercial  firms  of 
Aguada  use  WTPM  as  the  principal 
media;  that  all  the  major  civic,  religious 
and  official  entities  use  WTPM  for  pro¬ 
motional  needs;  that  it  is  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  that  WTPM  is  the  station  with 
the  largest  audience  in  Aguada;  and  that 
WTPM  operates  within  the  municipal 
limits  of  Aguada.  Mr.  Vega  states  that 
the  assignment  of  a  new  channel  in  this 
area  will  severely  damage  the  quality  of 
the  service  being  rendered  by  WTPM  to 
the  Aguada  community  and  that  the  very 
existence  of  WTPM  will  be  endangered. 

9.  In  reply  comments  petitioner  re¬ 
sponds  to  the  opposition  filed  by  Ricardo 
Vega.  Petitioner  states  that  the  basic 
issue  from  Mr.  Vega’s  standpoint  seems 
solely  an  economic  one  and  notes  that 
Mr.  Vega  has  gone  to  great  lengths  to 
discredit  the  economic  stability  of  the 
Municipio  of  Aguada.  Petitioner  contends 


that  a  broadcast  facility  is  urgently 
needed  there. 

10.  Although  the  opponent  alleges  that 
there  is  no  economic  basis  for  establish¬ 
ing  an  PM  station  Aguada,  it  presents 
no  data  to  support  this  allegation  and 
does  not  detail  what  effect  an  operation 
of  an  FM  station  at  Aguada  would  have 
on  the  operation  and  programming  of 
existing  stations  in  Aguadilla.  In  any 
event,  we  believe  that  such  an  economic 
issue  would  be  more  appropriately  con¬ 
sidered  in  connection  with  an  application 
for  a  construction  permit  for  use  of  the 
channel.  We  also  believe  that  since 
Aguada  and  the  Municipio  of  Aguada  do 
not  have  a  broadcast  station,  it  would  be 
in  the  public  interest  to  provide  for  an 
FM  station  as  an  outlet  for  local  expres¬ 
sion.  The  requested  channel  assignment 
can  be  made  without  affecting  any  exist¬ 
ing  assignments  and  conforms  with  the 
Commission’s  minimum  mileage  separa¬ 
tion  rule. 

11.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  contained  herein  appears  in 
Sections  4(i),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

12.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  It  is 
ordered.  That  effective  August  16,  1974, 
5  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 


City  Channel  No. 

St.  Helena,  Calif _  269A 

Lehigh  Acres,  Fla _  296A 

Rockwell  City,  Iowa _  2 88 A 

Mllllnocket,  Maine _  249A 

Aguada,  P.R _  288A 


13.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pe¬ 
tition  for  rulemaking  filed  July  30,  1973, 
by  Dr.  Claud  Anderson  for  FM  Channel 
292A  is  dismissed. 

14.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082,  1083  (47  US.C,  154,  303,  307)  ) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-16007  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[FCC  74-706] 

PART  87— AVIATION  SERVICES 

Aeronautical  Radio  Services;  Use  of 
Telegraphy 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
87  of  the  rules  to  provide  that  certain 
stations  in  the  Aeronautical  Radio 
Services  using  telegraphy  only  for 
automatically  keyed  station  identifica¬ 
tion  signals  may  be  serviced  and 
operated  by  a  person  holding  a  radio¬ 
telephone  operator  permit. 


that  Mr.  Vega’s  opposition  is  not  for  the 
betterment  of  the  public  interest,  but  is 
for  the  protection  of  his  own  financial 
interests  and  well  being.  Petitioner  adds 
that,  despite  the  inferences  of  Mr.  Vega, 
the  record  in  this  proceeding  shows  that 
the  community  leaders  of  Aguada  agree 


1.  Sections  87.135  and  87.137(c)  pro¬ 
vide,  essentially  and  in  part,  that  radio¬ 
telegraph  land  stations  in  the  aeronauti¬ 
cal  radio  service  transmitting  Morse 
Code  must  be  serviced  or  operated  only 
by  a  person  holding  a  radiotelegraph 
license  or  permit. 

2.  We  are  aware  that  some  stations 


(e.g.,  beacon  or  radiotelephone)  use 
Morse  Code  only  for  station  identifica¬ 
tion  by  means  of  recorded  signals  that 
are  automatically  transmitted.  Under 
those  circumstances,  we  believe  there  is 
no  need  to  require  that  the  station  be 
serviced  or  operated  only  by  a  person 
capable  of  and  licensed  to  manually  op¬ 
erate  a  telegraph  key.  Accordingly,  we 
conclude  our  rules  should  be  amended  as 
indicated  in  the  attached  Appendix  to 
permit  a  person  with  a  first  or  second 
class  radiotelephone  operator  permit  to 
service  these  stations  and  to  permit  a 
person  with  any  class  of  operator  permit 
to  operate  the  stations  as  provided  for 
in  §  87.133  of  the  rules. 

3.  The  amendments  adopted  herein 
are  noncontroversial  and  relieve  a  re¬ 
striction.  Consequently,  prior  notice  to 
the  public  would  serve  no  useful  purpose 
Mid  is  unnecessary,  hence,  the  prior 
notice,  procedure  and  effective  date  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  U.S.C.  S  553  are  not 
applicable. 

4.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  Sec¬ 
tions  4(i)  and  303  (r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended.  Part  87 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  is  amended 
effective  August  16,  1974,  as  set  forth  in 
the  Appendix  below. 

Adopted:  July  2, 1974. 

Released:  July  8, 1974. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1082 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Part  87  of  Chapter  1  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  87.135  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  87.135  Transmitter  adjustments  and 

tests  by  operator. 

All  transmitter  adjustments  or  tests 
during  or  coincident  with  the  installa¬ 
tion,  servicing,  or  maintenance  of  a  radio 
station,  which  may  affect  the  proper 
operation  of  such  station,  shall  be  made 
by  or  under  the  immediate  supervision 
and  responsibility  of  a  person  holding  a 
radiotelephone  or  radiotelegraph  first-  or 
second-class  operator  license  who  shall 
be  responsible  for  the  proper  functioning 
of  the  station  equipment:  Provided  how¬ 
ever.  that  only  a  person  holding  a  radio¬ 
telegraph  first-  or  second-class  operator 
license  shall  perform  such  functions  at 
radiotelegraph  stations  transmitting  by 
any  type  of  the  Morse  Code  for  purposes 
other  than  automatically  keyed  station 
identification. 

•  *  *  *  * 

2.  Section  87.137(c)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  87.137  Radio  stations  using  radio¬ 
telegraphy.  ' 

•  •  *  *  • 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  8  87.135  and 
8  87.139,  a  station  other  than  an  air- 
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craft  station,  when  transmitting  by  any 
type  of  the  Morse  Code  for  purposes  other 
than  automatically  keyed  station  identi¬ 
fication,  shall  be  operated  by  a  person 
holding  any  class  of  radiotelegraph  li¬ 
cense  or  permit. 

[FR  Doc.74-16006  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[FCC  74-705] 

PART  93— LAND  TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO  SERVICES 

Railroad  Companies;  Mobile  Transmitters 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
93,  §  93.156  of  the  rules  and  regulations  to 
exempt  railroad  companies,  engaged  in 
“run-through”  operations,  from  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirement  to  affix  trans¬ 
mitter  identification  cards  to  licensed 
mobile  transmitters. 

1.  The  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads  (AAR)  has  petitioned  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  effect,  to  exempt  its  members 
who  are  engaged  in  “run-through”  train 
operations  from  having  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  §  93.156(a)  of  the 
rules.1 

2.  In  support  of  its  petition,  the  AAR 
notes  that  in  the  past,  compliance  with 
this  rule  requirement  was  not  burden¬ 
some  because  each  railway  operated  its 
trains  on  its  own  tracks  and  the  radio 
equipment  was  licensed  to  and  was  op¬ 
erated  by  one  company.  A  licensee  rail¬ 
road  was,  therefore,  only  required  to 
affix  to  its  transmitters  a  card  contain¬ 
ing  its  own  names,  address  and  call  sign. 
The  petitioner  continues,  however,  that 
recent  changes  in  railway  operation  and 
management  techniques  have  made 
present  compliance  with  this  rule  section 
unduly  burdensome.  Specifically,  the 
petitioner  points  to  the  recently  devel¬ 
oped  practice  in  railroad  operations 
which  permits  a  train  to  proceed  from  its 
point  of  origin  over  the  tracks  of  several 
participating  railway  companies,  and 
arrive  at  its  final  destination  without 
changing  either  the  locomotive  or  the 
caboose.  This  mode  of  operation  (known 
as  “run-through”)  eliminates  delays  and 
permits  maximum  use  of  mainlines, 
freight  cars  and  manpower.  However,  it 
also  requires  participants  to  use  multiply 
license  transmitters  capable  of  operating 
on  a  number  of  frequencies  so  that  as  a 
train  passes  from  one  track  to  another, 
the  transmitter  may  be  operated  by  the 
employees,  and  under  the  license  of,  the 
company  owning  that  segment  of  track. 
Each  transmitter,  therefore,  must  bear 
an  identification  card  listing  the  call 
signs,  names,  and  addresses  of  all  poten¬ 
tial  run-through  participants.  Since  vir¬ 
tually  every  major  railroad  has  become 
Involved  in  run-through  operations,  com¬ 
pliance  either  requires  a  large  card 


1  Among  other  things,  §  93.156(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  requires  a  licensee  who 
is  operating  a  fixed,  mobile  or  base  station 
In  any  of  the  Land  Transportation  Radio 
Services  to  affix  to  their  transmitters  cards 
containing  the  licensee’s  name,  address  and 
call  signs. 


permanently  affixed  to  each  transmitter 
bearing  the  names,  addresses  and  call 
signs  of  all  potential  licensees,  or  a 
plethora  of  indvidual  cards  which  must 
be  changed  as  different  track  segments 
are  crossed. 

3.  The  Commission  has  considered 
AAR’s  request  and  has  concluded  that  it 
is  in  the  public  interest  to  exempt  rail¬ 
way  companies  from  the  requirement  of 
§  93.156(a)  in  so  far  as  it  applies  to  ra¬ 
dio  transmitters  in  railroad  rolling  stock. 
We  have  reached  this  conclusion  primar¬ 
ily  because,  as  a  practical  matter,  field 
inspections  of  railroad  mobile  trans¬ 
mitters  rarely,  if  ever,  occur  without 
some  railroad  representative  being  pres¬ 
ent.  This  representative  is,  therefore, 
able  to  provide  the  name,  address  and 
call  signs  of  the  licensee  under  whose  au¬ 
thorization  the  transmitters  are  current¬ 
ly  being  operated,  thereby  satisfying  the 
purpose  of  §  93.156(a).  Since  the  use¬ 
fulness  of  the  identification  card  is  mar¬ 
ginal  at  best  in  these  situations,  and 
since  the  industry  has  demonstrated  the 
burdensomeness  of  compliance,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
requirement  should  be  eliminated.  Fur- 
theremore,  we  feel  that  adoption  of  this 
rule  amendment  is  in  keeping  with  the 
advances  made  in  railroad  operation 
and  management  methodology  and  will 
best  serve  the  public  interest. 

4.  The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  it  may  adopt  the  rule  amendment 
without  first  following  the  prior  notice 
and  procedures  prescribed  by  Section  4 
(a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  USC  section  553.  This  amend¬ 
ment,  which  was  requested  by  the  rail¬ 
road  industry,  will  only  affect  railroad  li¬ 
censees,  who  are  expected  to  support  it, 
and,  since  no  one  else  would  have  an 
interest  in  this  matter,  no  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  soliciting  comments. 

5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section 
4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  that  effective 
July  16,  1974,  Part  93  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  is  amended  as  set  forth  in 
the  Appendix  below.  It  is  further  or¬ 
dered,  That  RM-2022  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082  (47  OJS.C.  154,  303) ). 

Adopted;  July  2, 1974. 

Released;  July  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Part  93  of  Chapter  1  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows; 

1.  Section  93.156(a)  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  a  sentence  at  the  end  of  the 
paragraph  to  read  as  follows; 

§  93.156  Posting  station  licenses  and 
transmitter  identification  cards  or 
plates. 

(a)  The  current  authorization  for  each 
mobile  station  and  each  base  or  fixed 


station  authorized  to  be  operated  at  tem¬ 
porary  locations  shall  be  retained  as  a 
permanent  part  of  the  station  records, 
but  need  not  be  posted.  In  addition,  an 
executed  Transmitter  Identification 
Card  (FCC  Form  452-C)  or  a  plate  of 
metal  or  other  durable  substance,  legibly 
indicating  the  call  sign  and  the  licen¬ 
see’s  name  and  address,  shall  be  affixed 
readily  visible  for  inspection,  to  each  of 
such  transmitters :  Provided,  That,  if  the 
transmitter  is  not  in  view  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  position  or  is  not  readily  accessible 
for  inspection,  then  such  card  or  plate 
shall  be  affixed  to  the  control  equipment 
at  the  transmitter  operating  position  or 
posted  adjacent  thereto.  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  that  the  posting  of  the  Transmit¬ 
ter  Identification  Card  is  not  required  on 
radio  transmitters  operating  on  railroad 
rolling  stock. 

*  *  *  *  * 

[FR  Doc.74-16009  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S.O.  1187-A] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
Return  of  Trailers 

JULT  5,  1974. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
2d  day  of  July  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1187  (39  FR  22271),  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  That  §  1033.1187  Serv¬ 
ice  Order  No.  1187-A,  Regulation  for  re¬ 
turn  of  trailers  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  va¬ 
cated  and  set  aside. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  54 
Stat.  911;  (49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2))) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order 
shall  become  effective  at  11:59  p.m., 
July  2, 1974;  that  copies  of  this  order  and 
direction  shall  be  served  upon  the  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  American  Railroads,  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Division,  as  agent  of  the  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to 
the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
In  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16032  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[  50  CFR  Part  216  ] 

MARINE  MAMMALS 

Procedures  for  Hearings  on  Proposed 
Regulations 

The  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act 
authorizes  the  Secretary  to  prescribe 
regulations  and  to  waive  the  moratorium 
on  the  taking  and/or  importation  of  ma¬ 
rine  mammals  and  marine  mammal 
products  and,  for  such  prescription  or 
waiver,  refers  the  Secretary  to  §  103  of 
the  Act  (16  U.S.C.  5  1373).  Section 
103(d)  requires  that  regulations  be  made 
on  the  record  after  opportunity  for  an 
agency  hearing  on  such  regulations  and, 
in  the  case  of  a  waiver,  on  a  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  to  waive  the  mora¬ 
torium. 

The  basic  format  for  the  proposed 
hearing  procedures  to  govern  the  section 
103  hearings  consists  of : 

(1)  Publication  of  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  (i)  an  intent  to  waive 
the  moratorium  and/or  to  prescribe 
regulations  and  (ii)  issues  which  may 
be  involved  in  the  hearing; 

(2)  Submission  in  writing  of  all  direct 
testimony  to  be  introduced  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  submission  must  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  a  date  specified  in  the  notice; 

(3)  As  soon  as  possible  after  the  date 
specified  in  (2)  above,  the  presiding  of¬ 
ficer  shall  consider  all  the  direct  testi¬ 
mony  offered  and  make  a  preliminary 
determination  of  the  issues  presented; 

(4)  The  presiding  officer  shall  then 
conduct  a  prehearing  conference  and 
cause  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  final  hearing  agenda; 

(5)  If  the  presiding  officer  determines 
at  the  prehearing  conference  that  no  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  are  presented  by  the  written 
direct  testimony,  the  presiding  officer 
shall  publish  in  the  Federal  Register 
such  determination  and  notice  that  no 
hearing  will  be  held  and  that  any  person 
may  submit  written  comments  for  the 
presiding  officer’s  consideration  prior  to 
his  rendering  of  a  recommended  deci¬ 
sion; 

(6)  When  a  hearing  is  held,  only  di¬ 
rect  testimony  previously  submitted  may 
be  introduced.  Direct  testimony  not  sub¬ 
mitted  as  provided  in  these  regulations 
and  introduced  at  the  hearing  shall  not 
be  considered  a  part  of  the  record; 

(7)  The  hearing  shall  be  limited  to 
cross-examination  of  witnesses  intro¬ 
ducing  direct  testimony.  Oral  arguments 
may  be  allowed  at  the  presiding  officer’s 
discretion; 

(8)  After  the  hearing,  written  com¬ 
ments  may  be  submitted  by  any  inter¬ 
ested  person; 


(9)  After  the  time  provided  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  written  comments,  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  shall  make  a  recommended 
decision  and  transmit  such  decision  with 
the  transcript  and  comments  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  for  a  final  determination. 

The  following  regulations  are  hereby 
proposed  to  govern  hearings  on  the  rec¬ 
ord  required  by  §  103  of  the  Act  (16 
U.S.C.  §  1373).  Written  comments,  views 
and  objections  may  be  made  with  respect 
to  these  proposed  regulations  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Washington,  D.C.  20235,  until  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1974. 

Dated:  July  2, 1974. 

Dr.  John  W.  Townsend,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator. 

PART  216— SUBPART  G — NOTICE  AND 
HEARING  ON  SECTION  103  REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

Sec. 

216.70  Basis  and  Purpose 

216.71  Definitions 

216.72  Scope  of  Regulations 

216.73  Notice  of  Hearing 

216.74  Notification  by  Interested  Persons 

216.75  Presiding  Officer 

216.76  Direct  Testimony  Submitted  as  Writ¬ 

ten  Documents 

216.77  Mailing  Address 

216.78  Inspection  and  Copying  of  Docu¬ 

ments 

216.79  Ex  parte  Communications 

216.80  Prehearing  Conference 

216.81  Pinal  Agenda  of  the  Hearing 

216.82  Determination  to  Cancel  the  Hearing 

216.83  Rebuttal  Testimony  and  New  Issued 

of  Pact  In  Final  Agenda 
216  .84  Waiver  of  Right  to  Participate 

216.85  Conduct  of  the  Hearing 

216.86  Direct  Testimony 

216.87  Cross-Examination 

216.88  Oral  and  Written  Arguments 

216.89  Recommended  Decision  and  Certifi¬ 

cation  of  the  Transcript 

216.90  Director’s  Decision 

Authority  :  Title  I  of  the  Marine  Mammal 
Protection  Act  of  1972,  86  St&t.  1027  (16 
U.S.C.  1361-1407) ,  Pub.  L.  No.  92-522. 

Subpart  G — Notice  and  Hearing  on 
§  103  Regulations 

§  216.70  Basis  and  purpose, 

(a)  Sections  101(a)  (2) ,  101(a)  (3)  (A) , 
and  101(b)  (16  U.S.C.  55  1371(a)(2), 

1371(a)(3)(A),  1371(b)  (1972))  of  the 
Act  and  these  regulations  authorize  the 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  to  (1)  impose  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  the  taking  of  marine  mammals 
incidental  to  commercial  fishing  opera¬ 
tions;  (2)  waive  the  moratorium  and  to 
adopt  regulations  with  respect  to  the 
taking  and  importing  of  animals  from 
each  species  of  marine  mammals  under 
his  jurisdiction;  (3)  prescribe  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  taking  of  depleted 
marine  mammals  by  any  Indian,  Aleut 
or  Eskimo,  respectively.  In  prescribing 


regulations  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  said  sections,  the  Act  refers  the  Di¬ 
rector  to  5  103  (16  U.S.C.  5  1373  (1972) ). 

In  accordance  with  5  103(d) ,  regulations 
must  be  made  on  the  record  after  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  an  agency  hearing  on  such 
regulations  and,  in  the  case  of  a  waiver, 
on  the  determination  by  the  Director  to 
waive  the  moratorium  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  101(a)  (3)  (A)  (16  U.S.C.  1371(a)  (3) 

(A)  (1972)). 

(b)  The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to 
establish  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
for  all  hearings  conducted  pursuant  to 
5 103(d). 

§  216.71  Definitions. 

Definitions  shall  be  the  same  as  in  sub¬ 
part  A  of  this  Part  except  as  follows: 

(a)  “Party”  means,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  subpart; 

(1)  The  Director  or  his  representa¬ 
tive; 

(2)  A  person  who  has  notified  the  Di¬ 
rector  by  specified  dates  of  his  or  her 
intent  to  participate  in  the  hearing  pur¬ 
suant  to  55  216.74  and  216.83(b). 

(b)  “Witness”  means,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  subpart,  any  person  who  submits 
written  direct  testimony  on  the  proposed 
regulations. 

A  person  may  be  both  a  party  and  a 
witness. 

§  216.72  Scope  of  regulations. 

i  The  procedural  regulations  in  this 
subpart  govern  the  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  in  hearings  held  under  5  103(d)  of 
the  Act.  These  hearings  will  be  governed 
by  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  5  556  and 
5  557  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act.  The  regulations  shall  be  construed 
to  secure  the  just,  speedy,  and  inexpen¬ 
sive  determination  of  all  issues  raised 
with  respect  to  any  waiver  or  regula¬ 
tion  proposed  pursuant  to  5  103(d)  of  the 
Act  with  full  protection  for  the  rights 
of  all  persons  affected  thereby. 

§  216.73  Notice  of  hearing. 

(a)  A  notice  of  hearing  cm  any  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  together  with  the 
Director’s  proposed  determination  to 
waive  the  moratorium  pursuant  to  5  101 
(a)(3)(A)  (16  U.S.C.  5  1371(a)(3)(A)), 
where  applicable. 

(b)  The  notice  shall  state: 

(1)  The  nature  of  the  hearing; 

(2)  The  place  and  date  of  the  hear¬ 
ing.  The  date  shall  not  be  less  than  60 
days  after  publication  of  notice  of  the 
hearing; 

(3)  The  legal  authority  under  which 
the  hearing  is  to  be  held  ; 

(4)  The  proposed  regulations  and 
waiver,  where  applicable,  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  statements  required  by  5  103 
(d)  of  the  Act  (16  U.S.C.  5  1373(d)) ; 
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(5)  Issues  of  fact  which  may  be  in¬ 
volved  in  the  hearing; 

(6)  If  a  draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  has  been  published,  the  date 
of  publication  and  the  place  (s)  where 
the  draft  may  be  viewed  and  copied; 

(7)  Any  written  advice  received  from 
the  Marine  Mammal  Commission; 

(8)  The  place(s)  where  records  and 
submitted  direct  testimony  will  be  kept 
for  public  inspection ; 

(9)  The  final  date  for  filing  with  the 
Director  a  notice  of  Intent  to  participate 
in  the  hearing  pursuant  to  §  216.74; 

(10)  The  final  date  for  submission  of 
direct  testimony  on  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  and  waiver,  if  applicable,  and  the 
number  of  copies  required; 

(11)  The  docket  number  assigned  to 
the  case  which  shall  be  used  in  all  subse¬ 
quent  proceedings;  and 

(12)  The  place  and  date  of  the  pre- 
hearing  conference. 

S  216.74  Notification  by  interested  per¬ 
sons. 

Any  person  desiring  to  participate  as 
a  party  shall  notify  the  Director,  by  cer¬ 
tified  mail,  on  or  before  the  date  specified 
in  the  notice. 

§  216.75  Presiding  officer. 

(a)  Upon  publication  of  the  notice  of 
hearing  pursuant  to  §  216.73,  the  Direc¬ 
tor  shall  appoint  a  presiding  officer  pur¬ 
suant  to  5  U.S.C.  §  3105.  No  individual 
who  has  any  conflict  of  interest,  finan¬ 
cial  or  otherwise,  shall  serve  as  presid¬ 
ing  officer  in  such  proceeding. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer,  in  any  pro¬ 
ceeding  under  this  subpart,  shall  have 
power  to: 

(1)  Change  the  time  and  place  of  the 
hearing  and  adjourn  the  hearing; 

(2)  Evaluate  direct  testimony  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  these  regulations, 
make  a  preliminary  determination  of  the 
Issues,  conduct  a  prehearing  conference 
to  determine  the  issues  for  the  hearing 
agenda,  and  cause  to  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  final  hearing  agenda; 

(3)  Rule  upon  motions,  requests  and 
admissibility  of  direct  testimony; 

(4)  Administer  oaths  and  affirma¬ 
tions,  question  witnesses  and  direct  wit¬ 
nesses  to  testify; 

(5)  Modify  or  waive  any  rule  (after 
notice)  when  determining  no  party  will 
be  prejudiced; 

(6)  Receive  written  comments  and 
hear  oral  arguments; 

(7)  Render  a  recommended  decision; 
and 

(8)  Do  all  acts  and  take  all  measures, 
Including  regulation  of  media  coverage, 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  at  and  the 
efficient  conduct  of  the  proceeding. 

(c)  In  case  of  the  absence  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  presiding  officer  or  his  Inability  to 
act,  the  powers  and  duties  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  the  original  presiding  officer 
under  this  part  in  connection  with  a 
proceeding  may,  without  abatement  of 
the  proceeding,  be  assigned  to  any  other 
presiding  officer  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Director. 

(d)  The  presiding  officer  may  upon 
his  own  motion  withdraw  as  presiding 
officer  in  a  proceeding  if  he  deems  him¬ 
self  to  be  disqualified. 


(e)  A  presiding  officer  may  be  re¬ 
quested  to  withdraw  at  any  time  prior  to 
the  recommended  decision.  Upon  the 
filing  by  an  interested  person  in  good 
faith  of  a  timely  and  sufficient  affidavit 
alleging  the  presiding  officer’s  personal 
bias,  malice,  conflict  of  interest  or  other 
basis  which  might  result  in  prejudice  to 
a  party,  the  hearing  shall  recess.  The 
Director  shall  immediately  determine 
the  matter  as  a  part  of  the  record  and 
decision  in  the  proceeding,  after  making 
such  investigation  or  holding  such  hear¬ 
ings,  or  both,  as  he  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate  in  the  circumstances. 

§  216.76  Direct  testimony  submitted  as 

written  documents. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  specified,  all  di¬ 
rect  testimony,  Including  accompanying 
exhibits,  must  be  submitted  to  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  in  writing  no  later  than  the 
dates  specified  in  the  notice  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  ($  216.73),  the  final  hearing  agenda 
(S  216.81),  or  within  15  days  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  prehearing  conference 
(§  216.83)  as  the  case  may  be.  All  direct 
testimony  shall  be  in  affidavit  form  and 
exhibits  constituting  part  of  such  testi¬ 
mony,  referred  to  in  the  affidavit  and 
made  a  part  thereof,  must  be  attached 
to  the  affidavit.  Direct  testimony  sub¬ 
mitted  with  exhibits  must  state  the  issue 
to  which  the  exhibit  relates;  if  no  such 
statement  is  made,  the  presiding  officer 
shall  determine  the  relevance  of  the 
exhibit  to  the  issues  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(b)  The  direct  testimony  submitted 
shall  contain : 

(1) A  concise  statement  of  the  witness' 
interest  in  the  proceeding  and  his  posi¬ 
tion  regarding  the  issues  presented.  If  the 
direct  testimony  is  presented  by  a  wit¬ 
ness  who  is  not  a  party,  the  witness  shall 
state  his  relationship  to  the  party;  and 

(2)  Facts  that  are  relevant  and  ma¬ 
terial. 

(c)  The  direct  testimony  may  propose 
Issues  of  fact  not  defined  in  the  notice 
of  the  hearing  and  the  reason(s)  why 
such  issues  should  be  considered  at  the 
hearing. 

(d)  Ten  copies  of  all  direct  testimony 
must  be  submitted  unless  the  notice  of 
the  hearing  otherwise  specifies. 

(e)  Upon  receipt,  direct  testimony 
shall  be  assigned  a  number  and  stamped 
with  that  number  and  the  docket  num¬ 
ber. 

(f)  Contemporaneous  with  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  notice  of  hearing,  the  Di¬ 
rector’s  direct  testimony  in  support  of 
the  proposed  regulations  and  waiver, 
where  applicable,  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  as  specified  in  the  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing.  The  Director  may  submit 
additional  direct  testimony  during  the 
time  periods  allowed  for  submission  of 
such  testimony  by  witnesses. 

§  216.77  Mailing  address. 

Unless  otherwise  specified  in  the  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing,  all  direct  testimony  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Presiding  Officer, 
c/o  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20235.  All  affi¬ 
davits  and  exhibits  shall  be  clearly 
marked  with  the  docket  number  of  the 
proceedings. 


§  216.78  Inspection  and  copying  of  doc¬ 
uments. 

Any  document  in  a  file  pertaining  to 
any  hearing  authorized  by  this  subpart 
or  any  document  forming  part  of  the 
record  of  such  a  hearing  may  be  inspec¬ 
ted  and/or  copied  in  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20235 — un¬ 
less  the  file  is  in  the  care  and  custody  of 
the  presiding  officer,  in  which  case  he 
shall  notify  the  parties  as  to  where  and 
when  the  record  may  be  inspected. 

§  216.79  Ex  parte  communications. 

(a)  After  notice  of  a  hearing  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  all  com¬ 
munications,  whether  oral  or  written, 
involving  any  substantive  or  procedural 
issue  and  directed  either  to  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  or  to  the  Director,  Deputy 
Director  or  Marine  Mammal  Coordina¬ 
tor,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
without  reference  to  these  rules  of  pro¬ 
cedure,  shall  be  deemed  ex  parte  com¬ 
munications  and  are  not  to  be  considered 
part  of  the  record  for  decision. 

(b)  A  record  of  oral  conversations 
shall  be  made  by  the  above  persons  who 
are  contacted.  All  communications  shall 
be  available  for  public  viewing  at  the 
place  (s)  specified  in  the  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing. 

(c)  The  presiding  officer  shall  not 
consult  any  person  or  party  on  any  fact 
in  issue  or  on  the  merits  of  the  matter 
unless  notice  and  opportunity  is  given 
for  all  parties  to  participate. 

§  216.80  Prehearing  conference. 

(a)  After  an  examination  of  all  the 
direct  testimony  submitted  pursuant  to 
§  216.76,  the  presiding  officer  shall  make 
a  preliminary  determination  of  issues  of 
fact  which  may  be  addressed  at  the 
hearing. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer’s  prelimi¬ 
nary  determination  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  at  the  place  or  places  provided  in 
the  notice  of  the  hearing  (5  216.73(b) 
(8) )  at  least  five  days  before  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  is  held. 

(c)  The  purpose  of  the  prehearing 
conference  shall  be  to  enable  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  to  determine,  on  the  basis  of 
the  direct  testimony  submitted  and  pre- 
hearing  discussions: 

(1)  Whether  the  presiding  officer’s 
preliminary  determination  of  issues  of 
fact  for  the  hearing  has  omitted  any 
significant  issues; 

(2)  What  facts  are  not  in  dispute; 

(3)  Which  witnesses  may  appear  at 
the  hearing;  and 

(4)  The  nature  of  the  interest  of  each 
party  and  which  parties’  interests  are 
adverse. 

(d)  Only  parties  may  participate  in 
the  prehearing  conference  and  a  party 
may  appear  in  person  or  be  represented 
by  counsel. 

(e)  Parties  who  do  not  appear  at  the 
prehearing  conference  shall  be  bound  by 
the  conference’s  determinations. 

§  216.81  Final  agenda  of  the  hearing. 

(a)  After  the  prehearing  conference, 
the  presiding  officer  shall  prepare  a  final 
agenda  which  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  within  ten  days  after 
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the  conclusion  of  the  conference.  A  copy 
of  the  final  agenda  shall  be  mailed  to  all 
parties. 

(b)  The  final  agenda  shall  list:  (1) 
all  the  issues  which  the  hearing  shall 
address,  the  order  in  which  those  issues 
shall  be  presented,  and  the  direct  testi¬ 
mony  submitted  which  bears  on  the  is¬ 
sues;  and  (2)  a  final  date  for  submission 
of  direct  testimony  on  issues  of  fact  not 
included  in  the  notice  of  hearing  if  such 
issues  are  presented.  The  final  agenda 
may  also  specify  a  final  date  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  direct  testimony  to  rebut  testi¬ 
mony  previously  submitted  during  the 
time  specified  in  the  notice  of  the  hearing. 

(c)  The  presiding  officer  shall  publish 
with  the  final  agenda  a  list  of  witnesses 
who  may  appear  at  the  hearing,  a  list 
of  parties,  the  nature  of  the  interest  of 
each  party,  and  which  parties’  interests 
are  adverse  on  the  issues  presented. 

§  216.82  Determination  to  caned  the 

hearing. 

(a)  If  the  presiding  officer  concludes 
that  no  issues  of  fact  are  presented  by 
the  direct  testimony  submitted,  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  shall  publish  such  conclu¬ 
sion  and  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
that  a  hearing  shall  not  be  held  and  shall 
also  publish  a  date  for  filing  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  regulations.  Writ¬ 
ten  comments  may  include  proposed  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions,  arguments  or  briefs. 

(b)  A  person  need  not  be  a  party  to 
submit  any  written  comments. 

(c)  Promptly  after  expiration  of  the 
period  for  receiving  written  comments, 
the  presiding  officer  shall  make  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  based  on  the  record, 
which  in  this  case  shall  consist  of  the 
direct  testimony  and  written  comments 
submitted.  He  shall  transfer  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  his  recommended  decision,  the  rec¬ 
ord  and  a  certificate  stating  that  the 
record  contains  all  the  written  direct 
testimony  and  comments  submitted.  The 
Director  shall  then  make  a  final  deci¬ 
sion  in  accordance  with  these  regulations 
<9  216.90). 

§  216.83  Rebuttal  testimony  and  new 
issues  of  fact  in  final  agenda. 

(a)  Direct  testimony  to  rebut  testi¬ 
mony  offered  during  the  time  period 
specified  in  the  notice  of  hearing  may  be 
submitted  pursuant  to  these  regulations 
within  fifteen  days  after  the  conclusion 
of  the  prehearing  conference  unless  the 
presiding  officer  otherwise  specifies  in  the 
final  agenda. 

(b)  If  the  final  agenda  presents  issues 
not  included  in  the  notice  of  the  hearing 
published  pursuant  to  §  216.73: 

(1)  Any  person  interested  in  partici¬ 
pating  at  the  hearing  on  such  issues 
presented  shall  notify  the  Director  by 
certified  mail  of  an  intent  to  participate 
not  later  than  ten  days  after  publication 
of  the  final  agenda.  Such  person  may 
present  direct  testimony  or  cross- 
examine  witnesses  only  on  such  issues 
presented  unless  he  previously  notified 
the  Director  pursuant  to  §  216.74;  and 

(2)  Additional  written  direct  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  such  issues  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  the  time  provided  in  the 
final  agenda.  Such  direct  testimony  will 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  S  216.76. 


g  216.84  Waiver  of  rigbt  to  participate. 

Persons  who  fail  to  notify  the  Director 
pursuant  to  9  216.74  and  9  216.83  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  waived  their  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  parties  in  any  part  of  the 
hearing. 

§  216.83  Conduct  of  the  hearing. 

(a)  The  hearing  shall  be  held  at  the 
time  and  place  fixed  in  the  notice  of 
hearing,  unless  the  presiding  officer 
changes  the  time  or  place.  If  a  change 
occurs,  the  presiding  officer  shall  publish 
the  change  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
shall  expeditiously  notify  all  parties  by 
telephone  or  by  mail:  Provided,  That  if 
the  change  in  time  or  place  of  hearing  is 
made  less  than  five  days  before  the  date 
previously  fixed  for  the  hearing,  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  shall  also  announce,  or 
cause  to  be  announced,  the  change  at  the 
time  and  place  previously  fixed  for  the 
hearing. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  shall,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  hearing.  Introduce 
into  the  record  the  notice  of  hearing  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  all 
subsequent  notices  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  and  a  list  of  all  parties. 
Direct  testimony  shall  then  be  received 
with  respect  to  the  matters  specified  in 
the  final  agenda  in  such  order  as  the 
presiding  officer  shall  announce.  With 
respect  to  direct  testimony  submitted  as 
rebuttal  testimony  or  in  response  to  new 
issues  presented  by  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference,  the  presiding  officer  shall  deter¬ 
mine  the  relevancy  of  such  testimony. 

(c)  The  hearing  shall  be  publicly  con¬ 
ducted  and  reported  verbatim  by  an 
official  reporter. 

(d)  If  a  party  objects  to  the  admission 
or  rejection  of  any  direct  testimony  or  to 
any  other  ruling  of  the  presiding  officer 
during  the  hearing,  he  shall  state  briefly 
the  grounds  of  such  objection,  whereupon 
an  automatic  exception  will  follow  if  the 
objection  is  overruled  by  the  presiding 
officer.  The  transcript  shall  not  include 
argument  or  debate  thereon  except  as 
ordered  by  the  presiding  officer.  The  rul¬ 
ing  of  the  presiding  officer  on  any  objec¬ 
tion  shall  be  a  part  of  title  transcript  and 
shall  be  subject  to  review  at  the  same 
time  and  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Director’s  final  decision.  Only  objections 
made  before  the  presiding  officer  may 
subsequently  be  relied  upon  in  the 
proceedings. 

(e)  All  motions  and  requests  shall  be 
addressed  to,  and  ruled  on  by,  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer,  if  made  prior  to  his  certifica¬ 
tion  of  the  transcript  or  by  the  Director 
if  made  thereafter. 

§  216.86  Direct  testimony. 

(a)  Only  direct  testimony  submitted 
by  affidavit  as  provided  in  these  regula¬ 
tions  and  introduced  at  the  hearing  by 
a  witness  shall  be  considered  part  of  the 
record.  Such  direct  testimony  shall  not 
be  read  into  evidence  but  shall  become  a 
part  of  the  record  subject  to  exclusion 
of  irrelevant  and  Immaterial  parts 
thereof; 

(b)  The  witness  introducing  direct 
testimony  shall: 

(1)  State  his  name,  address  and  occu¬ 
pation; 


(2)  State  qualifications  for  introduc¬ 
ing  the  direct  testimony.  If  an  expert, 
the  witness  shall  briefly  state  the  scien¬ 
tific  or  technical  training  which  qualifies 
him  as  an  expert  ; 

(3)  Identify  the  direct  testimony 
previously  submitted  in  accordance  with 
these  regulations;  and 

(4)  Submit  to  appropriate  cross  and 
direct  examination.  Cross-examination 
shall  be  by  a  party  whose  interests  are 
adverse  on  the  issue  presented,  to  the 
witness’,  if  the  witness  is  a  party,  or  to 
the  interests  of  the  party  who  presented 
the  witness. 

Cc)  A  party  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
waived  the  right  to  Introduce  direct 
testimony  if  such  party  fails  to  present 
a  witness  to  introduce  the  direct 
testimony. 

(d)  Official  notice  may  be  taken  of 
such  matters  as  are  judicially  noticed  by 
the  courts  of  the  United  States:  Provided, 
That  parties  shall  be  given  adequate 
notice,  by  the  presiding  officer,  at  the 
hearing,  of  matters  so  noticed  and  shall 
be  given  adequate  opportunity  to  show 
that  such  facts  are  Inaccurate  or  are 
erroneously  noticed. 

§  216.87  Cross  examination. 

(a)  The  presiding  officer  may : 

(1)  Require  the  cross-examiner  to 
outline  the  intended  scope  of  the  cross- 
examination  ; 

(2)  Prohibit  parties  from  cross-ex¬ 
amining  witnesses  unless  the  presiding 
officer  has  determined  that  the  cross¬ 
examiner  has  an  adverse  interest  on  the 
facts  at  issue  to  the  party-witness  or  the 
party  presenting  the  witness.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  subsection,  the  Direc¬ 
tor’s  or  his  representative’s  interest 
shall  be  considered  adverse  to  all  parties; 

(3)  Limit  the  number  of  times  any 
party  or  parties  having  a  common  in¬ 
terest  may  cross-examine  an  “adverse" 
witness  on  the  same  matter;  and 

(4)  Exclude  cross-examination  ques¬ 
tions  that  are  immaterial,  Irrelevant  or 
unduly  repetitious. 

(b)  Any  party  shall  be  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  appear,  either  in  person  or 
through  an  authorized  counsel  or  repre¬ 
sentative,  to  cross-examine  witnesses. 
Before  cross-examining  a  witness,  the 
party  or  counsel  shall  state  his  name, 
address  and  occupation.  If  counsel  cross- 
examines  the  witness,  counsel  shall  state 
for  the  record  the  authority  to  act  as 
counsel.  Cross-examiners  shall  be  as¬ 
sumed  to  be  familiar  with  the  direct 
testimony. 

(c)  Any  party  or  party’s  counsel  who 
fails  to  appear  at  the  hearing  to  cross- 
examine  an  “adverse"  witness  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  waived  the  right  to  cross- 
examine  that  witness. 

(d)  Scientific,  technical  or  commer¬ 
cial  publications  may  only  be  utilized  for 
the  limited  purposes  of  impeaching 
witnesses  under  cross-examination  un¬ 
less  previously  submitted  and  Introduced 
in  accordance  with  these  regulations. 

§  216.88  Oral  and  written  arguments. 

(a)  The  presiding  officer  may,  in  his 
discretion,  provide  for  oral  argument  at 
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the  end  of  the  hearing.  Such  argument 
when  permitted,  may  be  limited  by  the 
presiding  officer  to  the  extent  necessary 
for  the  expeditious  disposition  of  the 
proceeding. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  shall  an¬ 
nounce  at  the  hearing  a  reasonable 
period  of  time  within  which  any  in¬ 
terested  person,  party  or  witness  may  file 
with  the  presiding  officer  any  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  regulations 
and  waiver,  including  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  and  written  arguments 
or  briefs,  which  are  based  upon  the 
record  and  citing  where  practicable  the 
relevant  page  or  pages  of  the  transcript. 
If  a  party  filing  a  brief  desires  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  to  reconsider  any  objection 
made  by  such  party  to  a  ruling  of  the 
presiding  officer,  he  shall  specifically 
identify  such  rulings  by  reference  to  the 
pertinent  pages  of  the  transcript  and 
shall  state  his  arguments  thereon  as  a 
part  of  the  brief. 

(c)  Oral  or  written  arguments  shall  be 
limited  to  issues  arising  from  direct 
testimony  on  the  record. 

§  216.89  Recommended  decision  and 
certification  of  the  transcript. 

(a)  Promptly  after  expiration  of  the 
period  for  receiving  written  briefs,  the 
presiding  officer  shall  make  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  based  on  the  record  and 
transmit  the  decision  to  the  Director. 
The  recommended  decision  shall  include: 

(1)  A  statement  containing  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  history  of  the  proceedings: 

(2)  Findings  on  the  issues  of  fact  with 
the  reasons  therefor;  and 

(3)  Rulings  on  issues  of  law. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  shall  also 
transmit  to  the  Director  the  transcript 
of  the  hearing,  the  original  and  all  copies 
of  the  direct  testimony,  and  written  com¬ 
ments.  The  presiding  officer  shall  attach 
to  the  original  transcript  of  the  hearing 
a  certificate  stating  that,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  the  transcript 
is  a  true  transcript  of  the  tesimony  given 
at  the  hearing  except  in  such  particulars 
as  are  specified. 

§  216.90  Director's  decision. 

(a)  Upon  receipt  of  the  recommended 
decision  and  transcript,  the  Director 
shall  make  a  final  decision  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  and  waiver,  where  ap¬ 
plicable.  The  Director’s  decision  may  af¬ 
firm,  modify,  or  set  aside,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  the  recommended  findings,  con¬ 
clusions  and  decision  of  the  presiding 
officer. 

(b)  The  Director’s  decision  shall  in¬ 
clude: 

(1)  A  statement  containing  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  history  of  the  proceeding: 

(2)  Findings  on  the  issues  of  fact  with 
the  reasons  therefor;  and 

(3)  Rulings  on  issues  of  law. 

(c)  The  Director’s  decision  shall  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  If  the 
waiver  is  approved,  the  final  adopted  reg¬ 
ulations  shall  be  promulgated  with  the 
decision. 

[PR  Doc.74-18015  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[  45  CFR  Part  86  ] 

EDUCATION  PROGRAMS 
Nondiscrimination  on  the  Basis  of  Sex 

The  Department  published  on  June  20, 
1974,  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  to 
add  Part  86  to  the  Departmental  regu¬ 
lation  to  effect  Title  IX  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  (20  U.S.C.  §  1681 
et  seq.)  with  regard  to  Federal  financial 
assistance  administered  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  The  purpose  of  the  present  notice 
is  to  invite  public  comment  on  proposed 
additional  language  to  clarify  §  86.34(a) 
of  the  proposed  regulation  relating  to 
nondiscrimination  in  course  offerings. 

As  proposed,  section  86.34(a)  reads  as 
follows: 

(a)  Course  offerings.  A  recipient  shall 
not  provide  any  course  or  otherwise 
carry  out  any  of  its  education  program 
or  activity  separately  on  the  basis  of 
sex,  or  require  or  refuse  participation 
therein  by  any  of  its  students  on  such 
basis,  including  health,  physical  educa¬ 
tion,  Industrial,  business,  vocational, 
technical,  home  economics,  music,  and 
adult  education  courses. 

Immediately  after  the  text  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  was  made  public  on 
June  18,  1974,  the  Department  received 
numerous  inquiries  as  to  whether  §  86.- 
34(a)  permitted  elementary  and  second¬ 
ary  schools  to  present  separately  to  boys 
and  girls  brief  presentations  in  the  area 
of  sex  education.  Although  the  language 
of  the  proposed  regulation  precludes  such 
separation,  I  have  not  intended  it  to  do 
so  in  the  area  of  sex  education.  Sex  edu¬ 
cation  is  perhaps  the  only  area  of  in¬ 
struction  in  which  the  subject  of  instruc¬ 
tion  necessarily  deals  explicitly  with  the 
sexual  functions.  In  view  of  personal  and 
parental  attitudes  concerning  the  sub¬ 
ject,  and  because  rights  of  privacy  on 
these  matters,  desired  by  both  students 
and  their  parents  may  well  be  invaded  by 
requiring  mixed  classes  on  sex  education, 
school  administrators,  for  reasons  not 
applicable  to  other  subjects,  might  prop¬ 
erly  decide  that  some  of  or  all  of  such 
sessions  be  conducted  separately  for  boys 
and  girls.  In  order  that  the  public  may 
have  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
specific  language  in  this  connection,  I 
hereby  give  notice  that  I  propose  to  insert 
in  the  final  regulation,  when  published, 
a  proviso  at  the  end  of  the  present  text 
of  proposed  §  86.34  to  read  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  elementary  and  secondary 
schools’  sessions  Involving  sex  education  may 
be  conducted  for  boys  and  girls  separately. 

Comments  on  the  language  here  pro¬ 
posed  will  be  considered  along  with  other 
comments  on  the  proposed  regulations 
received  before  October  15,  1974.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  that  date  will  be 
considered  until  the  regulation  is  pre¬ 
pared  in  final  form.  The  proposal  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

Part  86,  together  with  this  proposed 
change  in  language  thereof,  is  proposed 


under  the  authority  of  section  902  of  the 
Education  Amendments  of  1972  (20 
UJ5.C.1682). 

Dated:  July  8, 1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16049  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

[24  CFR  Part  2200] 

[Docket  No.  R-74-254] 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 

Repair  and  Replacement  of  Facilities 

The  Water  Resources  Development 
Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-251,  amends  the 
Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970,  Pub.  L.  91- 
606,  by  adding  section  252(d).  The 
amendment  provides  that  the  costs  of 
restoration  of  certain  public  facilities 
shall  include  the  cost  of  obtaining  sub¬ 
stitute  services  insofar  as  they  exceed 
those  costs  which  would  have  been  in¬ 
curred  but  for  the  disaster.  An  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  2200  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  required 
to  implement  Pub.  L.  93-251.  An  amend¬ 
ment  to  24  CFR  Part  2200,  as  set  forth 
below,  is  hereby  proposed.  Interested 
persons  may  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  regarding  the  proposal  by 
mailing  them  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk. 
Room  10245,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  451  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410. 
All  such  communications  received  on 
or  before  August  12,  1974,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered,  and  interested  persons  may  in¬ 
spect  or  copy  submissions  pursuant  to 
this  Notice  at  Room  10245.  All  relevant 
material  will  be  considered  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  before  adopting  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  Part 
2200  would  read  as  follows: 

Title  24,  CFR,  Chapter  Xin,  Part  2200 
is  amended  to  incorporate  certain  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Water  Re¬ 
sources  Development  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-251,  as  follows: 

1.  Section  2200.11  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following: 

§  2200.11  Repair  and  replacement  of 
facilities. 

*  »  *  *  * 

(d)  Federal  reimbursement  of  costs 
actually  incurred  in  replacing  a  public 
utility’s  services,  such  as  water  and  pow¬ 
er,  with  services  from  other  sources  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  restoration  of  such 
facility  may  be  made  based  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  criteria: 

(1)  Such  services  must  be  essential  to 
the  health  and  well-being  of  the  com¬ 
munity. 

(2)  Federal  reimbursement  shall  not 
exceed  the  amount  of  such  costs  In  ex¬ 
cess  of  those  costs  which  would  have 
been  incurred  In  providing  such  services 
but  for  the  major  disaster. 
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(3)  Such  reimbursable  services  shall 
not  exceed  those  services  provided  for  a 
like  period  prior  to  the  major  disaster 
by  the  facility  eligible  for  repair  or  re¬ 
placement  as  a  result  of  the  major 
disaster. 

(4)  The  applicant  shall  consider  all 
alternate  methods  available  for  provid¬ 
ing  the  interim  services  to  select  the  most 
economical  method.  The  applicant  shall 
provide  justification  for  such  selection 
in  submitting  his  project  application  for 
Federal  assistance. 

(5)  As  soon  as  possible  the  applicant 
shall  submit  a  schedule  for  repair  or 
replacement  of  the  facility  to  the  State 
Coordinating  Officer  with  his  project 
application  for  approval  by  the  FDAA 
Regional  Director.  For  all  retroactive 
project  applications,  the  applicant  shall 
submit  his  project  application  and  ac¬ 
companying  schedule  within  120  days 
after  official  publication  of  these  regula¬ 
tions  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(6)  Payment  shall  be  based  on  audi¬ 
table  cost  records  and  clear  documenta¬ 
tion  and  justification  of  each  element  of 
cost,  provided  by  the  applicant. 

(7)  If  excess  costs  have  been  paid  by 
the  customers  of  the  services  based  on 
regular  billings  for  these  services,  no  re¬ 
imbursement  of  such  costs  shall  be  made 
by  the  Federal  government  until  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  reimbursed  such  costs  to  the 
customers  involved. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  for  all  major  disasters  de¬ 
clared  under  Pub.  L.  91-606,  as  amended, 
subsequent  to  August  1, 1969. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance,  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 

Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-16039  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SW-33] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  to  alter  the 
Atlanta,  Tex.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  Chief,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  befo^  August  12, 
1974  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 


presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  South¬ 
west  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Fort  Worth,  Texas.  An  informal 
docket  will  also  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (39  FR  440),  the  Atlanta, 
Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Atlanta,  Texas 

That  airspace  extending  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  5 -mile  radius  of 
Atlanta  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  33°06'- 
10”  N.,  longitude  94°11'40”  W.)  and  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  237*  bearing  from 
the  NDB  (latitude  33°06'13”  N.,  longitude 
94°  11 '25”  W.)  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  area  to  a  point  8  miles  southwest 
of  the  NDB. 

Alteration  of  the  transition  area  is 
necessary  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
for  an  amended  instrument  approach 
procedure  predicted  on  the  Atlanta,  Tex., 
NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))). 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  TX,  on  July  5. 
1974. 

Albert  H.  Thurburn, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-15982  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


1 14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-80-70] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  August  12,  1974 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 


posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Southern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whip¬ 
ple  Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Knoxville  transition  area  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.181  (39  FR  440  and  16439) 
would  be  amended  as  follows: 

“*  •  •  excluding  the  portion  within  Mor¬ 
ristown,  Tenn.,  transition  area  •  •  *”  would 
be  deleted  and  "•  •  •  within  a  6.5-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  Monroe  County  Airport,  Madison  - 
ville,  Tenn.  (latitude  35°32'45”  N„  longitude 
84°22'47”  W.);  excluding  the  portion  within 
the  Athens  and  Morristown,  Tenn.,  transi¬ 
tion  areas  •  *  *”  would  be  substituted 
therefor. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
IFR  operations  at  Monroe  County  Air¬ 
port.  A  prescribed  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  this  airport,  utilizing  the 
Madisonville  (private)  Nondirectional 
Radio  Beacon,  is  proposed  in  conjunction 
with  the  alteration  of  this  transition 
area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c))). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  July  3, 
1974. 

Duane  W.  Freer, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-15983  Filed  7-11-74; 8:45  am] 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SO-69] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  that 
would  designate  the  Murray,  Ky.,  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  August  12, 1974  will 
be  considered  before  action  Is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch.  Any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 
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The  Murray  transition  area  would  be 
designated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.6-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  Murray-Calloway  County  Airport 
(latitude  36°40'04"  N.,  longitude  82° 22 ’06" 
W.);  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  033° 
bearing  from  Calloway  RBN  (latitude  36°39'- 
49"  N.,  longitude  88°22'03"  W.),  extending 
from  the  6.6-mile  radius  area  to  8.6  miles 
north  of  the  RBN. 

The  proposed  designation  is  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  at  Murray-Calloway 
County  Airport.  A  prescribed  instrument 
approach  procedure  to  this  airport,  uti¬ 
lizing  the  Calloway  (private)  nondire^- 
tional  Radio  Beacon,  is  proposed  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  designation  of  this 
transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  UB.C.  1348(a))  and  of  Sec.  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
US.C.  1665(c) ) ) 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  July  1, 
1974. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-15984  FUed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47  CFR— Part  15] 

[Docket  17364;  FCC  74-703] 

LOW  POWER  COMMUNICATION  DEVICES 
Proceedings  Terminated 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  rules 
Part  15,  Subpart  E — Low  Power  Commu¬ 
nication  Devices. 

1.  On  April  12,  1967  the  Commission 
adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
in  the  subject  proceeding  (32  F.R.  6145) . 
This  proceeding  proposed  to  delete  the 
band  26.97-27.27  MHz  from  Subpart  E  of 
Part  15  and  to  substitute  therefor  the 
band  49.9-50.0  MHz.  Comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  a  number  of  parties,  nearly 


all  of  which  objected  to  this  proposed 
change.  In  view  of  these  objections,  and 
our  inability  to  resolve  these  differences, 
the  proceeding  was  held  in  abeyance. 

2.  The  critical  situation  that  has  since 
developed  in  the  Citizens  Radio  Service 
with  respect  to  class  D  stations  which  use 
essentially  the  same  frequencies  used  by 
the  Part  15  low  power  communication 
devices  (walkie  talkies)  may  make  it 
necessary  to  reactivate  this  proposal. 
However,  the  information  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  out  of  date  both  due  to  devel¬ 
opments  in  technology  as  well  as  in  oper¬ 
ating  practice. 

3.  It  is  accordingly  ordered  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  July  2, 1974. 

Released  July  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16008  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 
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notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[CM-151J 

U.S.  ADVISORY  COMMISSION  ON  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  EDUCATIONAL  AND  CUL¬ 
TURAL  AFFAIRS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  United  States  Advisory  Commis¬ 
sion  on  International  Educational  and 
Cultural  Affairs  will  meet  in  open  session 
on  Tuesday,  July  30,  1974,  at  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State,  Room  1207,  from  9 
a.m.  to  10:30  a  m.  The  agenda  will  in¬ 
clude  a  discussion  of  the  cultural  pres¬ 
entations  program  of  the  Bureau  of  Edu¬ 
cational  and  Cultural  Affairs;  discus¬ 
sion  of  a  proposal  related  to  awards 
program;  reports  by  members  on  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Government  Advisory 
Committee  on  International  Book  and 
Library  Programs,  joint  panel  meeting  at 
the  Center  for  Strategic  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Studies,  status  of  current  legisla¬ 
tion  related  to  the  Japan-United  States 
Friendship  Commission,  and  planning 
for  international  cultural  exchange  din¬ 
ing  the  Bicentennial  year. 

For  purposes  of  fulfilling  building  secu¬ 
rity  requirements,  anyone  wishing  to  at¬ 
tend  must  advise  the  Staff  Director  by 
telephone  in  advance  of  the  meeting. 
Telephone:  632-2764. 

Dated:  July  5, 1974. 

Margaret  G.  Twyman, 
Staff  Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-15988  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Fiscal  Service 

[Dept.  Circ.  570,  1973  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  16] 

THE  MARINE  INSURANCE  COMPANY, 
LIMITED 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on  Federal 
Bonds;  Termination  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Authority  issued  by  the  Treas¬ 
ury  to  The  Marine  Insurance  Company, 
Limited,  New  York,  New  York,  under 
Treasury  Circular  No.  297,  Revised  Au¬ 
gust  24, 1973  (31  CFR  Part  223) ,  to  qual¬ 
ify  as  a  reinsuring  company  on  Federal 
bonds  is  hereby  terminated  effective 
June  30,  1974. 

The  above  named  company  was  last 
listed  as  an  acceptable  reinsurer  on  Fed¬ 
eral  bonds  at  38  FR  18349,  July  9,  1973. 

Bond-approving  officers  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should,  in  instances  where  such 
action  is  necessary,  secure  new  bonds  in 


lieu  of  bonds  reinsured  by  the  above 
named  company. 

Dated:  July  3,  1974. 

[seal]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15968  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


Internal  Revenue  Service 

[Order  No.  147] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  OFFICE;  COMPLIANCE 
AND  ENFORCEMENT  ARM 

Delegation  of  Authority;  Revocation 

June  29,  1974. 

Delegation  Order  No.  147  redelegated 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner, 
Internal  Revenue  Sendee,  by  Federal 
Energy  Office  Delegation  of  Authority 
No.  3,  to  recruit,  appoint,  train,  reas¬ 
sign,  discipline,  or  take  any  other  usual 
and  necessary  personnel  action,  includ¬ 
ing  classification  of  positions,  required 
in  the  establishment  of  the  Compliance 
and  Enforcement  Arm  as  an  integral 
part  of  the  Federal  Energy  Office  to  IRS 
officials  to  the  same  extent  and  under 
the  same  circumstances  and  subject  to 
such  applicable  procedures  as  were  con¬ 
tained  in  existing  Service  delegations  of 
authority. 

Since  the  terms  of  a  memorandum  of 
understanding  between  the  Federal 
Energy  Office  and  Internal  Revenue 
Service  designates  June  30,  1974,  as  the 
transfer  date  for  all  compliance  and  en¬ 
forcement  functions  back  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Office,  and  Delegation  Order  No. 
147  itself  designated  June  30, 1974,  as  the 
last  day  this  Order  remains  in  effect. 
Delegation  Order  No.  147,  issued  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1974,  is  hereby  revoked. 

Effective;  July  1,  1974. 

[seal]  Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner. 

[FR  Doc.74-16057  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Order  No.  145] 

COMMISSIONER  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE 
OFFICE 

Delegation  of  Authority 

June  29, 1974. 

Delegation  Order  No.  145  redelegated 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  by  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  Order  No.  228  and  Federal 
Energy  Office  Order  No.  3  to  perform 
compliance  and  enforcement  functions 
on  behalf  of  the  Federal  Energy  Office. 


This  authority  was  redelegated  in  Dele¬ 
gation  Order  No.  145  from  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue  to  the 
following  officials: 

Assistant  Commissioner  (Stabilization) 
Regional  Commissioners 
Assistant  Regional  Commissioners  (Stabili¬ 
zation) 

District  Directors 

Key  District  Directors  to  exercise  in  and  for 
the  related  Associate  District 

Since  the  terms  of  a  memorandum  of 
understanding  between  the  Federal 
Energy  Office  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  designated  June  30,  1974,  as  the 
transfer  date  for  all  compliance  and  en¬ 
forcement  functions  back  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Office,  Delegation  Order  No.  145, 
issued  February  1,  1974,  is  hereby 
revoked. 

Effective:  July  1, 1974. 

[seal]  Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner. 
[FR  Doc.74-16058  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CHICKEN  EGGS  IN  THE  SHELL  FROM 
CANADA 

Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice 

On  June  11,  1974,  information  was  re¬ 
ceived  in  a  proper  form  pursuant  to 
§5  153.26  and  153.27,  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  (19  CFR  153.26,  153.27),  indicating 
a  possibility  that  chicken  eggs  in  the 
shell  from  Canada  are  being,  or  are  likely 
to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.). 

There  is  evidence  on  record  concerning 
injury  to  or  likelihood  of  injury  to  or 
prevention  of  establishment  of  an  indus¬ 
try  in  the  United  States. 

Having  conducted  a  summary  investi¬ 
gation  as  required  by  §  153.29  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  regulations  (19  CFR  153.29)  and 
having  determined  as  a  result  thereof 
that  there  are  grounds  for  so  doing,  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  is  instituting  an 
inquiry  to  verify  the  information  submit¬ 
ted  and  to  obtain  the  facts  necessary  to 
enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
reach  a  determination  as  to  the  fact  or 
likelihood  of  sales  at  less  than  fair  value. 

A  summary  of  information  received 
from  all  sources  is  as  follows: 

The  information  received  tends  to  in¬ 
dicate  that  the  prices  of  the  merchandise 
sold  for  exportation  to  the  United  States 
are  less  than  the  prices  for  home  con¬ 
sumption. 
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This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  153.30  ol  the  Customs  regulations  (19 
CFR  153.30). 

[seal]  David  R.  MacDonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
July  10,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-16150  Filed  7-ll-74;9:30  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Treasury  Department  Order  230;  Rev.  1] 

UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  the  Re¬ 
gional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of  1973, 
Pub.  L.  93-236,  87  Stat.  985,  it  is  hereby 
ordered  that: 

( 1 )  The  Under  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  shall  serve  as  my  duly  authorized 
representative  with  respect  to  the  powers 
and  duties  conferred  upon  me  as  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  member  of  the  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors  of  the  United  States  Railway  Asso¬ 
ciation  pursuant  to  section  201(d)  of  the 
Regional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of 
1973. 

(2)  This  delegation  shall  be  without 
prejudice  to  my  exercise  of  the  authority 
of  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  the  United  States  Railway  Associa¬ 
tion  whenever  I  shall  deem  such  exercise 
appropriate. 

(3)  Treasury  Department  Order  No. 
230  (39  FR  5508) ,  dated  February  7, 1974, 
is  hereby  rescinded. 

Dated:  July  9, 1974. 

[seal]  William  E.  Simon, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.74-16056  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[T.D.  74-187] 

U.S.  Customs  Service 
REGINALD  WINTER 

Cancellation  of  Customhouse  Broker’s 
,  License 

July  8,  1794. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs  on  July  2,  1974 
pursuant  to  section  641,  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended,  and  $  111.51(a),  Cus¬ 
toms  regulations,  as  amended,  upon  the 
specific  request  of  Reginald  William 
Winter  canceled  without  prejudice  cus¬ 
tomhouse  broker’s  license  No.  3567  issued 
to  him  on  February  7,  1964,  for  Cus¬ 
toms  collection  district  No.  27  (now  the 
Customs  district  of  Los  Angeles). 

[seal]  Vernon  D.  Acree, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[FR  Doc.74-16055  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

ARIZONA  STRIP  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Notice  of  Special  Meeting 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ari¬ 
zona  Strip  District  Advisory  Board  will 


NOTICES 

hold  a  special  meeting  on  August  29, 
1974. 

This  meeting  is  being  held  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  a  study  of  implemented 
allotment  management  plans  and  to  re¬ 
view  the  structure  of  district  advisory 
boards  and  to  make  recommendations 
for  their  continuance,  effectiveness,  and 
functions. 

The  meeting  will  commence  with  a 
field  tour  which  will  leave  at  8  a.m.  from 
the  Arizona  Strip  District  Office,  196 
East  Tabernacle,  St.  George,  Utah.  It 
is  expected  that  the  tour  will  arrive  at 
Black  Rock  Mountain  by  noon,  for  lunch 
as  well  as  for  conduct  of  the  official 
meeting. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  any  portion  or  all  of  this  special 
meeting;  however,  it  will  be  necessary  for 
them  to  provide  their  own  transporta¬ 
tion  and  sack  lunch. 

Dated:  July  1, 1974. 

Garth  M.  Colton, 
District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.74-15987  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[OR  12652] 

OREGON 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

July  1,  1974. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Forest  Service,  has  filed  ap¬ 
plication,  OR  12652,  for  withdrawal  of 
the  lands  described  below,  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining 
laws  (30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2),  but  not  from 
leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws, 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

The  applicant  desires  the  lands  for  a 
general  outdoor  recreation  area. 

All  persons  who  wish  to  submit  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  withdrawal 
may  present  their  views  in  writing  no 
later  than  August  6,  1974,  to  the  under¬ 
signed  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  (729  NE.  Oregon  Street) ,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  existing  and  potential  demand 
for  the  lands  and  their  resources.  He  will 
also  undertake  negotiations  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant  agency  with  the  view  of  adjust¬ 
ing  the  application  to  reduce  the  area  to 
the  minimum  essential  to  meet  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the  maxi¬ 
mum  concurrent  utilization  of  the  lands 
for  purposes  other  than  the  applicant’s, 
to  eliminate  lands  needed  for  purposes 
more  essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and 
to  reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent 
management  of  the  lands  and  their 
resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  applicant  agency. 

The  determination  by  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 


25671 

the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Willamette  Meridian 

OCHOCO  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Ochoco  Rockhound  Recreation  Area 
T  13  S  R  17  E 

.Sec.  1,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  Sy2Ny2, 8%: 

Sec.  12; 

Sec.  13; 

Sec.  23,  Ei/2; 

Sec.  24; 

Sec.  25,  Ni/2NE»4,  NWft,  NE»/4SE«4,  S>/2 

SEy4; 

Sec.  26,  NE14,  SV&; 

Sec.  27,Sy2; 

Sec.  34; 

Sec.  35,  NW14NE14,  NWV4,  N&SW&,  SW^ 
swy4,  E*4SEVi; 

Sec.  36,  NEy4,  NE i/4 NW >/4 ,  S V2 N W y4 ,  S  i/2 . 

T.  12  S„  R.  18  E„ 

Sec.  25; 

Sec.  28; 

Sec.  29,  EVi; 

Sec.  31,  lots  3,  4,  Ey2SW>4,  SE'/4; 

Sec.  35; 

Sec.  36. 

T.  13S..R.  18  E„ 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  Sy2N»/&,  S%; 

Sec.  2,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  Sy2Ny2,  Sy2; 

Sec.  3,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  Sy2Ny2,  S%; 

Sec.  4,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  Sy2N^,  Sy2; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  6,  6,  7,  Sy2NE>4,  SE»4 

nw^4,  Ey2swi4,  se>4; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1, 2,  3,  4,  Ey2wy2; 

Sec.  9; 

Sec.  10; 

Sec.  11; 

Sec.  12,  wy2; 

Sec.  14,  Wy2; 

Sec.  15,N»/2,SEV4; 

Sec.  16,  Ny2; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1, 2,  3, 4,  E»/2W V2; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4,  Ey2wy2; 

Sec.  20,  SE%; 

Sec.  21,sy2; 

Sec.  22,  NEi/4,Sy2; 

Sec.  23,  W»/2; 

Sec.  27; 

Sec.  28; 

Sec.  29,Ei/2; 

Sec.  30,  lots  3, 4,  Ey2SW^; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1,2,  3,4,  EViW‘y4; 

Sec.  34,  N^. 

T’secS’i^iots  l’2,  3, 4,  Eya,  Ey2wy2; 

Sec.  20; 

Sec.  21; 

Sec.  27,  W14; 

Sec.  28; 

Sec!  30,’  lots  1,  2,  3, 4,  E%,  Ey2W»4 ; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1,  2,  3, 4,  E%,  Ey2W &i 
Sec.  32; 

Sec.  33. 

T  13  S  R  19  E 

Sec.  6,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  6,  Sy2NE%,  SEy4NW% 
Sec.  11; 

Sec.  12; 

Sec. 13; 

Sec.  14. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  20  E„ 

Sec.  7,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  E%,  E&W&i 
Sec.  16,  SWy4; 

Sec.  17,Sy2; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1, 2, 8, 4,  Ey2,  Ey2W%. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  20  E„ 

Sec.  20; 

Sec.  21; 

Sec  28* 

Sec!  29’,  NE14,  EyaNW%,  8%. 
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NOTICES 


The  area  described  aggregates  31,- 
241.57  acres.  In  Crook  County,  Oregon, 
and  1,745.23  acres  in  Wheeler  County, 
Oregon  or  a  total  of  32,986.80  acres. 

Lei  and  D.  Morrison, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.74-15986  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

ABC  SCENIC  AND  WILDLIFE 
ATTRACTIONS 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 

L.  93-205). 

Applicant: 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions — 
operating  the  Wildlife  Preserve,  13710 
Central  Avenue,  Largo,  Mid.  90670. 

Mr.  John  K.  Campbell,  President. 

Mr.  Andrew  Koukoulls,  Director  of  Opera¬ 
tions. 

Dear  Mr.  Bavin:  I  am  applying  for  trans¬ 
portation  and  possession  permits  for  en¬ 
dangered  species  listed  on  the  enclosed  doc¬ 
umentation.  These  include: 

3  Brazilian  Tapir 
20  North  American  Alligators 
6  American  Flamingo 
At  this  time  we  have  possession  of  these 
species  at  our  Clermont  and  SUver  Springs, 
Florida  facilities — and  In  some  cases  have 
had  possession  for  many  years.  For  example, 
the  North  American  Alligator  was  hatched 
and  has  been  at  our  Ross  Allen  ReptUe  In¬ 
stitute  In  SUver  Springs,  Florida  for  many 
years.  Also,  the  American  Flamingo  has  been 
at  the  same  location  for  14  years.  One  of  the 
tapir  was  born  In  1971  In  the  United  States 
at  the  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  Zoo.  The  other 
two  were  bom  in  South  America  in  1968  and 
1970.  Robert  Baudy  acquired  the  tapir  and 
held  them  in  the  Robert  Baudy  Rare  FeUne 
Breeding  Compound  in  Center  HU1,  Florida. 
The  three  tapir  were  purchased  by  WUd 
Kingdom,  Inc.  from  1970  to  1973  to  present. 
We,  In  turn,  purchased  the  tapir  from  Jan¬ 
uary  1973  to  present.  It  Is  our  Intention  to 
bring  all  the  animals  from  our  holding  com¬ 
pounds  In  Florida  to  Maryland  for  The  Wild¬ 
life  Preserve. 

We  would  like  to  have  the  transportation 
and  possession  permits  for  these  animals 
prior  to  our  July  1,  1974  park  opening  date. 
Any  consideration  on  your  part  In  allowing 
us  to  obtain  these  permits,  will  be  greatly 
appreciated. 

All  of  the  information  needed  for  this  ap¬ 
plication  Is  enclosed  herewith  'and  Includes 
scheme  of  park,  dimensions  of  enclosures, 
and  r6sum£s  of  personnel  that  will  be  In 
charge  of  these  animals. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  don’t 
hesitate  to  call  on  me. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew  Koukoulis, 
Director  of  Operations. 

May  28,  1974.  . 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read  and  am 
familiar  with  the  regulations  contained  In 
Title  60,  Part  13  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  and  other  applicable  parts  In  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  1  of  Title  50  and  I 
further  certify  that  the  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  this  appUcatlon  for  a  permit  Is 


complete  and  accurate  to  the  beet  at  my 
knowledge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any 
false  statement  hereon  may  be  subject  to 
criminal  penalties  of  18  US.O.  1001. 

Dated:  June  4, 1974. 

Andrew  Koukoulis, 

Director  of  Operations, 

The  Wildlife  Preserve. 

Enclosure  A 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
a  subsidiary  of  the  American  Broadcasting 
Companies,  Inc.,  operating  The  Wildlife  Pre¬ 
serve,  Is  applying  for  a  transportation  and 
possession  permit  for  endangered  species — 
namely: 

(1)  Brazilian  Tapir  (Tapirus  Terrestris) 
Male,  Born  January  1971,  Origin — Salt  Lake 
City  Zoo,  United  States 

(2)  Brazilian  Tapir  (Tapirus  Terrestris) 
Female,  Bora  1970,  Robert  Baudy  Center  Rare 
Feline  Breeding  Compound,  Center  Hill, 
Florida — Origin — South  America 

(3)  Brazilian  Tapir  (Tapirus  Terrestris) 
Female,  Bora  1968,  Robert  Baudy  Center 
Hill  Feline  Breeding  Compound,  Center  Hill, 
Florida — Origin — South  America 

The  endangered  animals  listed  above  will 
be  transported  for  the  purpose  of  propaga¬ 
tion,  educational  exhibition,  and  scientific 
research.  The  tapir  will  be  exhibited  cm  13 
acres  with  vegetation  and  natural  pond. 
Transportation  of  these  animals  listed  above 
will  have  the  benefit  of  large  enclosed  areas 
which  will  be  located  on  a  400-acre  tract 
called  ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions, 
Inc.,  operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve  at  13710 
Central  Avenue,  Largo,  Maryland  20870.  Con¬ 
servation  Is  first  priority — keeping  In  mind 
that  the  purpose  Is  to  propagate  the  species 
In  captivity  under  the  conditions  at  ABC 
Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc,  oper¬ 
ating  The  Wildlife  Preserve.  The  display  Is  of 
great  value  In  education,  as  the  public  will 
view  these  animals  in  an  environment  similar 
to  their  natural  habitat. 

Since  cme  of  the  tapirs  was  born  at  the 
Salt  Lake  City  Zoo  and  the  other  tapirs  were 
captive  since  1970  at  Center  Hill,  Florida,  the 
Lacy  Act  for  Lawful  Capture  does  not  apply. 

The  three  tapir  will  be  maintained  in  an 
enclosure  encompassing  13  acres  containing 
trees.  Other  vegetation  with  shade  and 
shelter  with  water  source  such  as  a  pond  Is 
also  included.  (See  attached  map).  Shelters 
have  indoor  and  outdoor  sections.  Sleeping 
areas  are  provided  for  each  of  the  animals 
with  easy  feeding  facilities.  A  veterinary 
clinic  Is  located  conveniently  on  the  property 
for  medical  treatment  due  to  Injury  or  Ill¬ 
ness.  This  clinic  will  be  used  for  surgery  If 
necessary.  The  enclosure  containing  the 
three  tapir  consists  of  11  gage  2”  aluminum 
mesh.  The  height  Is  10'  with  a  2'6"  overhang 
at  a  30  degree  angle  with  an  11  gage  2"  alu¬ 
minum  coated  wire.  The  bottom  of  the  en¬ 
closure  has  an  apron  of  11  gage  2"  mesh  with 
one-half  Inch  reinforcing  bars  driven  ap¬ 
proximately  3’  Into  the  ground.  (See  at¬ 
tached  plan).  This  arrangement  has  proven 
successful  at  other  safari  parks. 

Visitors  drive  through  the  enclosure  on  a 
winding  road,  observing  the  animals  from 
the  security  of  their  cars.  As  the  public  drives 
through,  they  will  receive  information  about 
the  animals  in  the  various  paddocks  on  their 
car  radio.  Entry  and  exists  are  through  dou¬ 
ble  gates  with  a  gate  guard  stationed  at  each 
gate  affording  full  security. 

We  have  as  our  consulting  veterinarian. 
Dr.  Mitchell  Bush,  Associate  Veterinarian 
from  the  National  Zoo.  Dr.  Bush  will  make 
frequent  rounds  at  the  Preserve.  Assisting 
Dr.  Bush  will  be  Dr.  Richard  Montaly,  Asso¬ 
ciate  Veterinarian  with  Johns  Hopkins  Hos¬ 


pital,  Baltimore,  Maryland.  These  veterinar¬ 
ians  will  be  assisted  by  our  veterinary  tech¬ 
nician,  Elizabeth  Teeple,  who  will  make 
dally  rounds  of  the  animals,  facilities  and 
Preserve  areas. 

The  animal  collection  at  ABC  Scenic  and 
Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc,  operating  The 
Wildlife  Preserve,  will  be  managed  by  ex¬ 
perienced  personnel.  Manager  of  Wildlife 
is  Mr.  Ronald  Bugoeh.  He  will  be  responsible 
for  the  feeding,  housing  and  care  of  the 
collection.  Mr.  Bugosh  Is  experienced  In  all 
matters  of  animal  husbandry  (See  attached 
resume) .  We  feel  that  Mr.  Bugo6h’s  experi¬ 
ence  will  be  beneficial  for  the  continued  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  Brazilian  Tapirs. 

Working  with  Mr.  Bugosh  will  be  Mr. 
Frank  Evans,  who  will  be  the  lead  man  In 
the  elephant,  rhino  and  hooved  stock  area. 
(See  attached  resume) .  Also  assisting  Mr. 
Bugosh  with  our  animals  will  be  Mr.  Ken 
Parker  who  will  be  the  lead  man  with  cats 
and  primates  (See  attached  resume).  Eliza¬ 
beth  Teeple  is  the  veterinary  technician  at 
the  Preserve  who  will  be  assisting  our  veter¬ 
inarians  and  other  professionals  in  the  care 
and  health  of  our  animals  (See  attached 
resume) . 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  was  estab¬ 
lished  on  the  basis  of  the  experience  and 
knowledge  of  the  ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife 
Attractions  which  owns  and  operates  Silver 
Springs,  Inc.  and  Weeki  Wachee  Springs — 
both  attractions  located  In  Florida.  The  Ross 
Allen  Reptile  Institute  which  Is  operated  by 
the  ABC  Division  Is  world  renowned  In  venom 
research  working  closely  with  all  government 
agencies  as  well  as  with  hospitals  and  uni¬ 
versities  all  over  the  world  on  biochemistry 
and  the  production  of  antivenom,  which  is 
produced  by  Wyeth  Labs.  We  are  among  the 
first  to  propagate  the  species  of  the  American 
Alligator.  We  were  also  Instrumental  In  plac¬ 
ing  the  alligator  on  the  endangered  list.  The 
Institute  has  been  Instrumental  In  research 
on  reptiles  and  mammals.  We  were  also  called 
upon  by  the  State  to  help  set  up  minimum 
cage  requirements  for  mammals  and  we  en¬ 
tirely  set  up  the  minimum  cage  requirements 
for  reptiles  In  the  State  of  Florida. 

We  have  published  over  800  research  papers 
on  reptiles  in  Florida  and  Including  South 
America. 

ABC  Scenic  Attractions  Division  has  em¬ 
ployed  as  a  consultant,  Mr.  Jim  Fowler,  a 
noted  naturalist  In  the  field  of  preservation 
of  animals.  He  has  worked  for  the  renowned 
television  series,  "Wild  Kingdom”,  a  series 
that  has  contributed  a  wealth  of  knowledge 
In  the  preservation  of  animals.  Mr.  Fowler 
has  also  designed  the  animal  facilities  here 
at  the  Preserve  (See  attached  r£sum6). 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  will  be  a 
major  contributor  to  animal  research  pro¬ 
grams  and  the  general  public  by  virtue  of 
the  size  of  the  proposed  animal  collection 
and  the  gathering  of  data,  for  the  propaga¬ 
tion.  Since  the  animals  are  already  In  cap¬ 
tivity  no  capture  operation  needs  to  be 
accomplished.  The  countries  of  origin  are 
listed  on  page  1.  The  animals  are  owned  by 
ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc. 
division  and  are  presently  located  In  Florida 
at  our  holding  facilities  In  Clermont. 

It  Is  ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions, 
Inc.,  operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  plan 
to  transport  the  Brazilian  tapirs  from  Cler¬ 
mont,  Florida  to  Largo,  Maryland.  At  pres¬ 
ent  a  formal  stud  book  does  not  exist.  The 
Preserve  will  be  most  willing  to  contribute 
to  the  same  if  one  should  be  Initiated. 
Proper  records  will  be  kept  on  all  breeding 
programs  related  to  a  species.  Proper  rec¬ 
ords  will  be  kept  for  Identification  of  the 
animals  and  their  offspring.  Any  useful 
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Information  that  would  be  gained  through 
experience  In  maintenance  and  breeding  of 
this  species  will  be  made  available  to  all 
interested  parties  through  various  publica¬ 
tions  or  upon  requested  consultation.  ABC 
Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc.,  op¬ 
erating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  will  be  one 
of  the  few  parks  where  space  will  be  abun¬ 
dant  to  stimulate  breeding  activities.  To 
insure  against  Inbreeding,  we  will  Institute 
an  exchange  program  with  other  zoos  and 
organizations  In  establishing  a  natural  en¬ 
vironmental  habitat  for  endangered  species. 
ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve  Is  a  member 
in  good  standing  of  the  AAZPA.  Further¬ 
more  the  Company  Is  fully  confident  that 
with  the  help  of  organizations  such  as  the 
AAZPA,  there  will  be  little  difficulty  in  re¬ 
locating  the  animals  should  lt^become  nec¬ 
essary.  This  will  be  done  In  accordance  with 
recommendations  made  by  these  organiza¬ 
tions  based  upon  the  needs  of  Its  consti¬ 
tuent  members  for  the  species. 

The  three  Brazilian  tapirs  will  be  shipped 
by  Mr.  Earl  Tatum,  a  person  well  qualified  In 
the  field  of  transportation  of  animals.  The 
tapirs  will  be  shipped  In  separate  compart¬ 
ments  on  a  ventilated  truck.  A  24-hour  trans¬ 
portation  period  from  Florida  to  Largo, 
Maryland  Is  anticipated.  Two  animals  at¬ 
tendants  will  accompany  the  animals  making 
sure  the  tapirs  are  fed  and  watered  on  a  reg¬ 
ular  basis  throughout  the  trip. 

Enclosure  B 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
a  subsidiary  of  the  American  Broadcasting 
Companies,  Inc.,  operating  The  Wildlife  Pre¬ 
serve,  is  applying  for  a  transportation  and 
possession  permit  for  endangered  species — 
namely; 

20  North  American  Alligators  (Alligator  Mis- 
sippllensls),  5  Males,  date  of  hatching 
1970 — origin  Ross  Allen  Reptile  Institute, 
Silver  Springs,  Florida. 

16  Females,  date  of  hatching  1971— origin 
Ross  Allen  Reptile  Institute,  Silver  Springs, 
Florida. 

These  alligators  will  be  transported  spe¬ 
cially  for  education,  exhibition  and  scientific 
research.  The  alligators  will  be  exhibited  in 
an  enclosure  21'  long  by  10'  wide  with  veg¬ 
etation  and  a  stream  of  running  water  with  a 
complete  change  every  two  hours.  The  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  enhance  the  educational  value  for 
the  public  about  reptiles.  This  program  Is  es¬ 
sential  for  the  preservation  of  the  species. 
The  alligators  will  be  exhibited  at  ABC 
Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc.,  op¬ 
erating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  13710  Central 
Avenue,  Largo,  Maryland  20870.  These  alliga¬ 
tors  were  not  taken  from  the  wild  but  were 
hatched  at  our  facilities  at  Silver  Springs, 
Florida.  In  other  words,  conservation  Is  the 
first  priority.  Management  has  developed 
methods  to  insure  reproduction  of  the  North 
American  Alligator  at  our  Reptile  Institute 
at  Silver  Springs,  Florida.  Display  of  the  al¬ 
ligators  at  the  Preserve  Is  a  prime  educational 
value.  The  public  will  view  the  animals  in 
complete  safety.  They  will  be  given  a  history 
about  the  alligator  and  why  they  should  be 
protected  and  not  killed.  The  alligators  that 
we  wish  to  transport  from  Florida  to  Mary¬ 
land  are  captive  hatched  and  therefore  rep¬ 
resent  no  damage  to  the  wild  stock. 

In  this  regard  the  Intent  of  the  Lacy  Act 
Is  fully  upheld.  Since  all  alligators  were 
hatched  In  captivity,  the  Lacy  Act  provisions 
for  lawful  capture  do  not  apply. 

The  alligators  will  be  exhibited  In  an  en¬ 
closure  21’  long  by  10'  wide  with  vegetation 
and  a  stream  of  running  water  with  a  com¬ 


plete  change  every  two  hours.  The  alligators 
will  have  natural  sunlight  available  to  them 
and  also  part  of  the  day  they  will  have  shade. 
The  facilities  where  the  alligators  will  be  lo¬ 
cated  will  be  classified  as  the  pedestrian  area 
where  we  will  present  five  reptiles,  on  an 
educational  basis,  to  the  general  public.  This 
facility  Is  located  on  the  grounds  of  the 
Preserve. 

We  have  as  our  consulting  veterinarian. 

Dr.  Mitchell  Bush,  Associate  Veterinarian 
from  the  National  Zoo.  Dr.  Bush  will  make 
frequent  rounds  at  the  Preserve.  Assisting 
Dr.  Bush  will  be  Dr.  Richard  Montaly,  As¬ 
sociate  Veterinarian  with  Johns  Hopkins  Hos¬ 
pital,  Baltimore,  Maryland.  These  veterinar¬ 
ians  will  be  assisted  by  our  veterinary  tech¬ 
nician,  Elizabeth  Teeple,  who  will  make  dally 
rounds  of  the  animals,  facilities  and  Preserve 
areas.  • 

The  animal  collection  at  ABC  Scenic  and 
Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc.,  operating  The 
Wildlife  Preserve,  will  be  managed  by  ex¬ 
perienced  personnel.  Manager  of  Wildlife  Is 
Mr.  Ronald  Bugosh.  He  will  be  responsible 
for  the  feeding,  housing  and  care  of  the  col¬ 
lection.  Mr.  Bugosh  Is  experienced  In  all  mat¬ 
ters  of  animal  husbandry  (See  attached 
resume) .  We  feel  that  Mr.  Bugosh’s  experi¬ 
ence  will  be  beneficial  for  the  continued 
welfare  of  the  alligators. 

Working  with  Mr.  Bugosh  will  be  Mr.  Frank 
Evans,  Mr.  Ken  Parker,  Ms.  Beth  Teeple  and 
Mr.  Jim  Fowler,  a  noted  naturalist  (See  at¬ 
tached  resumes) . 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  was  estab¬ 
lished  on  the  basis  of  the  experience  and 
knowledge  of  the  ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife 
Attractions  which  owns  and  operates  Silver 
Springs,  Inc.  and  Weekl  Wachee  Springs — 
both  attractions  located  In  Florida.  The  Ross 
Allen  Reptile  Institute  which  Is  operated  by 
the  ABC  Scenic  Division  Is  world  renown  In 
venom  research  working  closely  with  all  gov¬ 
ernmental  agencies  as  well  as  hospitals  and 
universities  around  the  world  In  biochemistry 
and  the  production  of  antivenom  which  Is 
produced  by  Wyeth  Labs.  We  were  among 
the  first  to  propagate  the  species  of  the 
American  Alligator.  We  were  also  Instrumen¬ 
tal  In  placing  the  alligator  on  the  endan¬ 
gered  list.  The  Institute  has  been  Instru¬ 
mental  in  research  on  reptiles  and  mammals. 
We  also  were  Instrumental  in  proposing  mini¬ 
mum  cage  requirement  for  reptiles  and  mam¬ 
mals  In  Florida.  We  have  published  over  800 
research  papers  on  reptiles  from  Florida  and 
South  America. 

The  ABC  Scenic  Attractions  Division  has 
employed  as  a  consultant,  Mr.  Jim  Fowler,  a 
noted  naturalist  In  the  field  Of- preservation 
of  animals.  He  has  worked  for  the  acclaimed 
television  series  “Wild  Kingdom”,  a  series 
that  has  contributed  a  wealth  of  knowledge 
toward  the  preservation  of  animal  life.  We 
have  also  gained  experience  and  knowledge 
from  world  famous  herpetologist,  Mr.  Ross 
Allen. 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  will  be  a 
major  contributor  by  virtue  of  the  size  of 
the  proposed  animal  population,  the  size  of 
the  park,  and  the  gathering  of  data  for 
propagation  and  educational  exhibition. 
Since  the  animals  are  already  in  captivity 
no  capture  permits  need  be  accomplished. 

The  alligators  are  owned,  hatched  and 
located  at  our  ABC  Scenic  Attractions  Divi¬ 
sion  In  Sliver  Springs,  Florida.  It  Is  the 
Preserve’s  plan  to  transport  the  North  Amer¬ 
ican  Alligator  from  Silver  Springs,  Florida  to 
Largo,  Maryland.  All  useful  Information 
gained  through  experience  In  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  breeding  of  the  North  American 


Alligator  will  be  made  available  to  all  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  for  various  publications  and 
upon  requested  consultation.  The  physiologi¬ 
cal  data  gained  while  working  with  these 
reptiles  will  be  distributed  to  all  Interested 
parties  through  proper  channels.  To  the  best 
of  my  knowledge  the  Ross  Allen  Reptile 
Institute  in  association  with  ABC  Scenic 
Attractions  Division  has  been  In  the  breed¬ 
ing  program  and  Initiated  the  endangered 
species  on  the  North  American  Alligator.  ABC 
Scenic  and  Wildlife  Division  is  a  member 
In  good  standing  with  the  AAZPA.  The  ob¬ 
jective  of  this  organization  Is  to  follow  the 
aims  and  objectives  of  other  zoos  and  orga¬ 
nizations  in  establishing  natural  environ¬ 
ments  for  endangered  species. 

ABC  Scenic  and  Wildlife  Attractions,  Inc., 
operating  The  Wildlife  Preserve,  has  Invested 
considerable  funds  In  designing  one  of  the 
outstanding  wildlife  parks  in  the  world.  It 
has  drawn  on  its  expertise  from  our  other 
parks  in  Florida.  As  a  successful  Corporation 
with  vast  amounts  of  funds  being  Invested 
In  the  establishment  and  development  of 
The  Wildlife  Preserve  as  a  near  natural 
habitat  for  our  animal  collection,  no  talent 
or  funds  have  been  spared  to  engage  top 
personnel,  advisors  or  consultants  In  the 
management  of  this  animal  park.  I  am  fully 
confident  that  with  the  help  of  organiza¬ 
tions  such  as  the  AAZPA  there  will  be  little 
difficulty  In  relocating  the  animals  or  reptiles 
Should  it  become  necessary.  This  will  be  done 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
made  by  these  organizations  based  upon  the 
needs  of  Its  constituent  members  for  the 
species. 

The  shipping  of  the  alligators  from  Silver 
Springs,  Florida  to  Largo,  Maryland  will  con¬ 
sist  of  placing  alligators  In  strong  wooden 
crates  with  ventilation  holes.  The  alligators 
for  a  short  period  of  time  will  not  need  water 
In  transit,  but  will  be  kept  damp  with  wet 
rags.  The  total  trip  hours  will  be  24  hours 
from  Florida  to  Maryland  at  which  time 
the  alligators  will  be  placed  In  their  sur¬ 
roundings  at  the  reptile  area  at  the  Preserve. 
Mr.  Earl  Tatum,  a  person  well  qualified  In 
the  field  of  transportation  of  animals,  will 
bring  these  alligators  to  Maryland. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  toe  Bu¬ 
reau’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  toe  Director  (FSF/LE) ,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240.  All  relevant 
comments  received  no  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1974  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  June  28, 1974. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Law  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.74-16060  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


ARIZONA-SONORA  DESERT  MUSEUM 
Endangered  Species  Permit;  Application 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
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of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205) . 

Applicant: 

Arizona-Sonora  Desert  Museum 
Tucson,  Arizona  85703 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

June  3,  1974. 

Dear  Sir:  We  wish  to  apply  for  a  permit  to 
import  one  female  margay  (Felia  wledil 
glaucula).  This  animal  is  to  be  used  for 
exhibition  and  breeding  purposes  at  the 
Arizona-Sonora  Desert  Museum  in  Tucson, 
Arizona. 

We  have  obtained  from  the  Mexican  gov¬ 
ernment  a  permit  to  export  four  margays.  A 
copy  of  this  permit  is  enclosed.  There  is  one 
female  margay  1  y2  years  old  now  in  captivity 
in  Alamos,  Sonora,  Mexico.  If  an  import 
permit  is  Issued  for  the  animal,  it  will  be 
flown  from  Alamos  to  Tucson  by  private 
plane.  It  will  be  in  transit  less  than  five 
hours. 

We  have  recently  completed  an  exhibit 
displaying  the  four  species  of  small  wild  cats 
found  within  our  region.  Each  species  is 
displayed  in  a  naturalistic  canyon  habitat. 
This  exhibit  is  completely  unique  and  is 
considered  by  professional  zoo  people  to  be 
the  best  small  cat  exhibit  in  the  world. 

The  margay  canyon  is  45  feet  long  by  25 
feet  wide  and  varies  greatly  in  relief  and 
texture.  There  are  two  dens  in  the  exhibit, 
one  of  which  1s  on  public  display.  There  are 
ledges  and  logs  throughout  the  exhibit  which 
make  excellent  sunning  and  loafing  spots. 

Ocelots,  bobcats  and  Jaguarundis  are 
housed  in  the  adjacent  exhibits.  Breeding 
activity  has  been  observed  in  all  of  these 
species  in  the  new  exhibits,  and  the  bobcats 
have  produced  young  here.  We  hope  to  be 
able  to  have  equal  breeding  success  with 
margays  and,  if  so,  we  will  be  happy  to 
cooperate  with  other  zoos  in  exchanging 
breeding  stock. 

In  addition,  we  have  undertaken  a  margay 
research  and  breeding  project  housed  in  a 
fifteen-unit  compound  (see  enclosures).  We 
are  running  blood  chemistries  on  all  margays 
in  residence  in  hopes  of  establishing  norms 
for  various  blood  parameters.  This  informa¬ 
tion  will  be  invaluable  in  captive  mainte¬ 
nance  of  margays. 

We  currently  have  ten  margays,.  five  males 
and  five  females.  The  success  of  this  project 
depends  on  obtaining  ultimately  several 
dozen  margays.  If  our  breeding  efforts  are 
successful,  we  intend  to  establish  a  staid  book 
for  margays  and  to  distribute  at  minimal  cost 
breeding  pairs  of  margays  to  other  zoos. 

The  personnel  at  the  Museum  have  many 
years  of  experience  in  caring  for  captive 
felines.  Proof  of  our  competence  in  raising 
felines  lies  in  our  longevity  records:  moun- 
tainlion,  18  years;  Jaguar,  19+  years;  bobcat, 
21  years;  Jaguarundi,  9  years;  ocelot,  6  years; 
margay,  8  years.  We  practice  a  complete  pro¬ 
gram  of  preventive  immunization,  and  have 
a  veterinarian  on  call  at  all  times. 

I  hope  this  information  is  sufficient.  Thank 
you  for  your  assistance  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

Mervin  W.  Larson, 

Director. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read  and  am 
familiar  with  the  regulations  contained  in 
Title  60,  Part  13,  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  and  the  other  applicable  parts  in  Sub- 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  60,  and  I 
further  certify  that  the  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  this  application  for  a  permit  is 
complete  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my 


knowledge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any 
false  statement  hereon  may  subject  me  to 
the  criminal  penalties  of  18  U.S.C.  1001. 

Mervin  W.  Larson, 
Director, 

Arizona-Sonora  Desert  Museum,  Inc. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Bureau’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FSF/LE), 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240.  All  relevant  comments  re¬ 
ceived  no  later  than  August  12,  1974  will 
be  considered. 

Dated:  July  9, 1974. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Law  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.74-16059  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


GREAT  ADVENTURE,  INC. 

Endangered  Species  Permit 

On  May  3, 1974,  a  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  15512) 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  by  Great 
Adventure,  Inc.,  for  a  permit  to  Import 
eleven  (11)  Siberian  tigers  (Panthera 
tigris  altaica),  thirteen  (13)  Bengal  ti¬ 
gers  (Panthera  tigris  tigris),  and  ten 
(10)  cheetah  (A.  jubatus). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June  19, 
1974,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  16 
U.S.C.  1531-1543,  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  issued  a  permit  to  Great  Adven¬ 
ture,  Inc.,  to  import  and  to  transport  in 
interstate  commerce,  eleven  (11)  Si¬ 
berian  tigers,  and  thirteen  (13)  Bengal 
tigers,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein.  The  application  to  import 
ten  (10)  cheetah  was  denied. 

This  permit  was  issued  after  it  was 
determined  that  this  permit  was  applied 
for  in  good  faith;  that  by  granting  this 
permit  it  will  not  operate  to  the  disad¬ 
vantage  of  such  endangered  species  and 
that  it  will  be  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  and  policy  set  forth  in  the  En¬ 
dangered  Species  Act. 

The  permit  is  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service’s  office 
in  Suite  600,  1612  K  Street,  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20240. 

Dated:  July  9, 1974. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Law  Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc.74-16063  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 


G.  CARLETON  RAY  AND  FRANCIS  H.  FAY 
Marine  Mammal  Permit 

On  April  16,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 


13692)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  by 
Dr.  G.  Carleton  Ray,  Department  of 
Pathobiology,  Johns  Hopkins  University, 
615  North  Wolfe  Street,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21205,  and  Dr.  Francis  H.  Fay, 
Department  of  Wildlife  and  Fisheries, 
University  of  Alaska,  Fairbanks,  Alaska 
99701,  for  a  permit  to  take  Pacific  Wal¬ 
rus  (Odobenus  rosmarus) ,  on  Round  Is¬ 
land,  Alaska. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  3, 
1974,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) ,  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  issued  a  permit  to  Dr. 
G.  Carleton  Ray  and  Dr.  Francis  H. 
Fay,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein.  The  permit  is  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal  business 
hours  at  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service’s 
office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  and  at  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Court¬ 
house,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02109,  and 
the  office  of  the  Alaska  Area  Director, 
813  D  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Dated:  July  9, 1974. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Law  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.74-16062  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


HENRY  HAUG 

Issuance  of  Permit  for  Marine  Mammals 

On  April  16,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
13692)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  by 
Henry  Haug,  Bagley  Wildlife  Museum, 
Highway  2,  West  Bagley,  Minnesota,  for 
a  permit  to  import  one  (1)  polar  bear 
skin  for  public  display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  2, 
1974,  as  authorized  by  the  provision  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) ,  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  issued  a  permit  to  Henry 
Haug,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein.  The  permit  is  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal  business 
hours  at  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service’s 
office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  and  at  the  Office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  Federal  Building,  Fort  Snell- 
lng,  Twin  Cities,  Minnesota  55111. 

Dated:  July  9, 1974. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.74-16061  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A054] 

TEXAS 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found 
that  a  general  need  for  agricultural 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  135— FRIDAY,  JULY  12,  1974 


NOTICES  25675 


credit  exists  in  the  fallowing  counties  In 

Texas: 

Coleman  Stonewall 

The  Secretary  has  found  that  this  need 
exists  as  a  result  of  a  natural  disaster 
consisting  of  prolonged  drought  in  Cole¬ 
man  County  from  October  12,  1973, 
through  April  29,  1974,  and  in  Stonewall 
County  from  September  7,  1973,  through 
April  29,  1974. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-237,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  Dolph  Briscoe  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  August  29,  1974,  for  physical  losses 
and  March  31,  1975,  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eligible  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public 
participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  July,  1974. 

F.  W.  Naylor,  Jr., 
Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  74-15994  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  PROGRAM 
National  Average  Payments 

Pursuant  to  S  210.4  and  S  210.11  of 
the  regulations  governing  the  National 
School  Lunch  Program  (7  CFR  210), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  adjustments  In 
the  national  average  factors  for  pay¬ 
ment  for  lunches  and  the  maximum 
rates  of  reimbursement.  The  national 
average  factors  for  payment  for  lunches 
served  during  the  six-month  period 
July  1-December  31,  1974,  to  children 
participating  in  the  National  School 
Lunch  Program  are  as  follows:  (a)  11.00 
cents  from  general  cash-for-food  assist¬ 
ance  funds  for  each  lunch;  (b)  an  addi¬ 
tional  39.50  cents  from  special  cash 
assistance  funds  for  each  reduced  price 
lunch;  and  (c)  an  additional  49.50  cents 
from  special  cash  assistance  funds  for 
each  free  lunch. 

The  total  amount  of  general  cash-for- 
food  assistance  payments  and  special 
cash  assistance  payments  to  be  made  to 
each  State  agency  from  the  sums  ap¬ 
propriated  therefor,  shall  be  based  upon 
such  national  average  factors. 

The  above  factors  represent  a  4.94  per¬ 
cent  increase  in  the  factors  prescribed 
for  the  period  January-June,  1974.  This 
represents  the  percent  of  increase  during 
the  six-month  period  December-May, 
1974  (from  149.7  in  November,  1973  to 


157.1  in  May,  1974)  in  the  series  for  food 
away  from  home  of  the  Consumer  Price 
Index,  published  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  of  the  Department  of  Labor. 

For  the  six-month  period  July  1-De¬ 
cember  31,  1974,  (a)  the  maximum  rate 
of  reimbursement  from  general  cash-for- 
food  assistance  funds  shall  be  17.00  cents 
per  lunch  served;  (b)  the  maximum  per 
lunch  reimbursement  (from  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  general  cash-for-food  assistance 
and  special  cash  assistance  funds)  shall 
be  75.5  cents  for  a  free  lunch  and  65.5 
cents  for  a  reduced  price  lunch. 

Definitions.  The  terms  used  in  this 
notice  shall  have  the  meanings  ascribed 
to  them  in  the  regulations  governing  the 
National  School  Lunch  Program  (7  CFR 
Part  210)  and  the  regulations  for  Deter¬ 
mining  Eligibility  for  Free  and  Reduced 
Price  Meals  and  Free  Milk  (7  CFR  Part 
245). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.555,  National  Archives  Reference 
Service.) 

Effective  date:  This  notice  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  July  1, 1974. 

Dated:  July  8, 1974. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.74-15997  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 


SCHOOL  BREAKFAST  PROGRAM 
National  Average  Payments 

Pursuant  to  §5  220.4  and  220.9  of  the 
regulations  governing  the  School  Break¬ 
fast  Program  (7  CFR  220),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  national  average 
breakfast  factors  for  breakfasts  served 
during  the  six -month  period  July  1- 
December  31,  1974,  to  children  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  School  Breakfast  Program 
shall  be:  (a)  8.75  cents  for  all  break¬ 
fasts;  (b)  an  additional  16.50  cents  for 
each  reduced  price  breakfast;  and  (c)  an 
additional  22.00  cents  for  each  free 
breakfast.  The  total  amount  of  breakfast 
assistance  payments  to  be  made  to  each 
State  agency  from  the  sum  appropriated 
therefor,  shall  be  based  upon  such  na¬ 
tional  average  factors:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  additional  payments  shall  be 
made  in  such  amounts  as  are  needed  to 
finance  reimbursement  rates  assigned  in 


accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  220.9 (b-1)  of  the  regulations. 

For  nonespecially  needy  schools,  the 
maximum  rates  of  reimbursement  for 
paid  breakfasts,  for  reduced  price  break¬ 
fasts,  and  for  free  breakfasts  shall  be 
equal  to  the  respective  factors  set  out 
above. 

For  especially  needy  schools,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  rate  of  reimbursement  for  paid 
breakfasts  shall  be  equal  to  the  national 
average  factor  for  all  breakfasts;  the 
maximum  rate  of  reimbursement  for  re¬ 
duced  price  and  free  breakfasts  shall  be 
40  cents  and  45  cents,  respectively. 

Definitions.  The  terms  used  in  this  no¬ 
tice  shall  have  the  meanings  ascribed 
to  them  in  the  regulations  governing  the 
School  Breakfast  Program  (7  CFR  Part 
220)  and  the  regulations  for  Deter¬ 
mining  Eligibility  for  Free  and  Reduced 
Price  Meals  and  Free  Milk  (7  CFR  Part 
245). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.553,  National  Archives 
Reference  Service.) 

Effective  date:  This  notice  shall  be 
effective  July  1,  1974. 

Dated:  July  8,  1974. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15996  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

INDUSTRY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
METAL  SCRAP  PROBLEMS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Industry  Advisory 
Committee  on  Metal  Scrap  Problems  will 
be  held  starting  at  9 : 30  a.m.  on  Tuesday, 
July  30,  1974,  Room  6802,  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Committee  gathers  information 
and  provides  advice  to  Department  offi¬ 
cials  in  order  to  identify  and  overcome 
problems  in  metal  scrap  consumption. 
The  Committee  advises  on  such  national 
issues  as  conservation  of  natural  re¬ 
sources,  solid  waste  management,  and 
environmental  quality. 

The  intended  agenda  Is  as  follows: 


James  M.  Owens,  Director 
Materials  Division,  OBRA 
Chairman 


1.  Introduction  _  James  M.  Owens. 

2.  Short-term  Supply  Situation  in  Ferrous  Scrap : 

a.  Current  Supply  Situation  and  Impediments  to  Increasing 

Supply  _  Dr.  Herschel  Cutler, 

Institute  of  Scrap 
Iron  and  Steel. 

b.  Government  Action  to  Increase  Supply _  Janies  M.  Owens. 

( 1 )  Increase  Sale  of  Military  Scrap 

(2)  Increase  Sale  of  Surplus  Ships 

3.  Short-term  Demand  Situation  in  Ferrous  Scrap: 

a.  Export  Control  Program _  Jacob  Levin. 

Materials  Division. 

b.  Steel  Demand _  Edmund  Pfeifer, 

Lukens  Steel. 

c.  Foundry  and  Cast  Iron  Pipe  Industry  Requirements _  Clyde  Jennl, 

Steel  Founders' 
Society  of  America. 
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4.  Review  of  Long-term  Ferrous  Scrap  Supply/Demand:  a.  1975/1980  Harold  B.  Jensen, 

Forecast  at  Ferrous  Scrap  Supply/Demand,  Including  the  Avail-  Lukens  Steel, 
ability  of  Pre-reduced  Iron - 

5.  Junk  Car  Disposal  Site  Project:  a.  Report  on  Responses  from 

Governors _ —  Diana  B.  Friedman, 

Materials  Division. 

6.  Metal  Scrap  Research  Projects -  Dr.  Robert  S.  Kaplan, 

.  Bureau  of  Mines, 

TJ.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior. 

7.  Research  and  Development  Working  Group  Report -  Edmund  Pfeifer. 

8.  Aluminum  Scrap  Supply/Demand _  Marie  Z.  Harris, 

Materials  Division. 

9.  Copper  Scrap  Supply/Demand -  Rodney  A.  Joseph, 

Materials  Division. 


The  membership  of  the  Committee 
consists  of  26  members,  currently  drawn 
from  seven  Involved  industries — iron  and 
steel  scrap  processing,  nonferrous  scrap 
processing,  automobile  and  truck  wreck¬ 
ing,  basic  iron  and  steel  producing,  basic 
nonferrous  metal  producing,  ferrous 
foundry  and  automobile  manufacturing. 

A  limited  number  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  20 — will  be  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  a  first-come  basis,  including  three 
which  will  be  reserved  for  the  press. 

Members  of  the  public  may  present 
written  statements  to  the  Committee, 
and,  In  addition,  oral  statements  to  the 
extent  time  permits.  Written  statements 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Committee 
Control  Officer  at  least  3  days  prior  to 
the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  to  participate  in  the 
discussions  or  desiring  additional  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  this  meeting  should 
contact  the  Committee  Control  Officer, 
Mrs.  Diana  B.  Friedman,  Materials  Divi¬ 
sion,  Room  2007,  UJS.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  Tel¬ 
ephone:  202-967-5505.  Presentation  of 
views  must  be  pertinent  to  the  agenda 
items. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Domestic  Commerce. 

July  9,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-16001  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

Maritime  Administration 

(Docket  No.  S-420] 

ZAPATA  PRODUCT  TANKERS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  1, 
1974,  Zapata  Bulk  Transport,  Inc.,  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Zapata  Corporation,  filed  a 
letter  application  for  approval  under  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended 
(the  Act) ,  of  the  acquisition  by  its  sub¬ 
sidiary,  Zapata  Product  Tankers,  Inc.,  of 
the  four  (4)  35,000  DWT  tankers  under 
construction  at  Todd  Shipyards  to  be 
operted  by  four  subsidiaries  of  Sea  Serv¬ 
ice  Tankers,  Inc.  The  application  was 


Sea  Service  Tankers,  Inc.,  its  subsid¬ 
iaries,  and  the  vessel  owners,  and  will  be¬ 
come  the  owner  and  operator  of  the  ves¬ 
sels. 

The  four  subsidiaries  of  Sea  Service 
Tankers,  Inc.,  have  entered  into  an  op¬ 
erating-differential  subsidy  agreement, 
pursuant  to  Title  VI  of  the  Act,  to  aid 
in  the  operation  of  these  vessels  In  the 
U.S.  foreign  trade.  Additionally,  they 
have  received  permission  under  section 
805(a)  of  the  Act  for  an  affiliate.  Fal¬ 
con  Tankers,  Inc.,  to  own,  charter,  and/ 
or  operate  four  (4)  tanker  vessels  in 
domestic  intercoastal  or  coastwise  serv¬ 
ice.  The  four  tanker  vessels  have  been 
chartered  to  the  military  for  service. 

Upon  the  liquidation  of  Sea  Service 
Tankers,  Inc.,  and  its  subsidiaries,  Zapata 
Product  Tankers,  Inc.,  will  become  the 
operator  under  the  operating-differential 
subsidy  agreement.  Since  Falcon  Tank¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  will  also  be  an  affiliate  of  Zapata 
Product  Tankers,  Inc.,  written  permis¬ 
sion  of  the  Maritime  Administration 
under  section  805(a)  of  the  Act  will  be 
required  by  Zapata  Product  Tankers, 
Inc.,  in  order  to  permit  the  continued 
operation  of  the  vessels,  now  chartered 
to  the  military,  in  domestic  operation. 

Also,  Zapata  Coastal  Transport,  Inc., 
an  affiliate  of  Zapata  Product  Tankers, 
Inc.,  plans  to  operate  crude  oil  carriers 
in  domestic  trade  between  Alaska  and 
the  continental  United  States.  A  request 
for  permission  under  section  805(a)  for 
Zapata  Coastal  Transport,  Inc.’s  proposed 
operations  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  15,  1974  in  connection 
with  the  application  of  Zapata  Western 
Shipholding,  Inc.,  an  affiliate  of  Zapata 
Product  Tankers,  Inc.  for  operating-dif¬ 
ferential  subsidy.  Zapata  Product  Tank¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  advises  that  at  the  present  time 
its  affiliate,  Zapata  Coastal  Transport, 
does  not  own  or  charter  any  vessels,  and, 
consequently,  is  not  engaged  in  domestic 
trades.  Although  permission  under  sec¬ 
tion  805(a)  for  Zapata  Coastal  Trans¬ 
port’s  plans  to  operate  is  not  necessary 
at  the  present  time,  Zapata  Product 
Tankers,  Inc.,  is  applying  on  behalf  of 
itself,  Sea  Service  Tankers,  Inc.,  and  its 
four  subsidiaries,  for  written  permission 


the  West,  Gulf  or  East  Coast  of  the 
United  States. 

In  addition,  Zapata  Marine  Services, 
Inc.,  an  affiliate  of  Zapata  Product  Tank¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  is  constructing  two  U.S.  flag, 
185  foot  offshore  tug/supply  vessels 
scheduled  for  completion  on  November  1, 
1974  and  January  15,  1975,  respectively. 
These  vessels  may  be  used  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  offshore  drilling 
vessels  in  U.S.  territorial  waters  or  on 
the  U.S.  Continental  Shelf.  Although  per¬ 
mission  under  section  805(a)  is  not  nec¬ 
essary  at  the  present  time,  Zapata  Prod¬ 
uct  Tankers,  Inc.,  is  applying  on  behalf 
or  Itself,  Sea  Service  Tankers,  Inc.,  and 
its  four  subsidiaries,  for  written  permis¬ 
sion  of  the  Maritime  Administration 
under  section  805(a)  of  the  Act  for  its 
affiliate,  Zapata  Marine  Services,  Inc.,  to 
operate  two  offshore  tug/supply  vessels 
to  service  offshore  drilling  vessels  in  U.S. 
territorial  waters  or  on  the  U.S.  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  805(a) )  in  such  application  and  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  cm  Issues  pertinent 
to  section  805(a)  or  desiring  to  submit 
comments  or  views  concerning  the  appli¬ 
cation  must,  by  dose  of  business  on 
July  22,  1974,  file  same  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Maritime  Administration,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  in  triplicate,  together  with  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  which  shall  state 
clearly  and  concisely  the  grounds  of  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  alleged  facts  relied  on  for 
relief. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
are  received  within  the  specified  time  or 
if  it  is  determined  that  petitions  filed  do 
not  demonstrate  sufficient  Interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  will  take  such  action  as  may  be 
deemed  appropriate. 

In  the  event  petitions  regarding  the 
relevant  section  805(a)  Issues  are  re¬ 
ceived  from  parties  with  standing  to  be 
heard,  a  hearing  will  be  held,  the  purpose 
of  which  will  be  to  receive  evidence  under 
section  805(a)  relative  to  the  proposed 
operation  (a)  could  result  in  unfair  com¬ 
petition  to  any  person,  firm,  or  corpora¬ 
tion  operating  exclusively  In  the  coast¬ 
wise  or  Intercoastal  service,  or  (b)  would 
be  prejudicial  to  the  objects  and  policy 
of  the  Act  relative  to  domestic  trade 
operations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.604  Operating-Differential 
Subsidies  (ODS) ) 

Dated:  July  10, 1974. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-16136  Filed  7-12-74; 8: 45  am] 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 


amended  by  letter  of  July  8,  1974,  from  of  the  Maritime  Administration  under  FEDERAL  INFORMATION  PROCESSING 
Sidley  k  Austin  on  behalf  of  Zapata  Prod-  section  805(a)  of  the  Act  for  its  affiliate,  STANDARDS  COORDINATING  AND  AD- 


uct  Tankers,  Inc.  Zapata  Product  Tank-  Zapata  Coastal  Transport,  Inc.,  to  oper-  VISORY  COMMITTEE 


ers,  Inc.,  will  acquire  all  of  the  stock  of  ate  up  to  four  tankers  of  from  90,000  Notice  of  Meeting 


Sea  Service  Tankers,  Inc.,  and  the  vessel  DWT  to  150,000  DWT  primarily  in  the  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
owners,  and  subsequently  will  liquidate  transportation  of  crude  oil  from  Alaska  to  Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp. 
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II,  1972)),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Coordinating  and  Advisory 
Committee  (FIPSCAC)  will  hold  a  meet¬ 
ing  from  9  a.m.  to  12  noon  on  Wednes¬ 
day,  July  31, 1974,  in  Room  B-255,  Build¬ 
ing  225,  of  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards  in  Gaithersburg,  Maryland. 

Tire  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  the  actions  of  the  Federal  Informa¬ 
tion  Processing  Standards  (FIPS)  Task 
Groups  and  to  consider  other  matters 
relating  to  Federal  information  process¬ 
ing  standards. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend, 
to  file  written  statements,  and,  to  the 
extent  that  time  permits,  to  present  oral 
statements.  Persons  planning  to  attend 
should  notify  the  Institute  for  Computer 
Sciences  and  Technology,  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards,  Washington,  DC. 
20234,  (Phone  301-921-3551). 

Dated:  July  8, 1974. 

Richard  W.  Roberts, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-16004  FUed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

ATLANTIC  BLUEFIN  TUNA 
Review  of  Status 

The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
is  commencing  a  review  of  the  status  of 
the  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  whether  the  species 
should  be  listed,  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16 
U.S.C.  1531  et  seq.) ,  as  a  threatened  spe¬ 
cies. 

This  action  is  undertaken  as  a  result 
of  concern  for  the  overall  welfare  of  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna  stocks  arising  from 
preliminary  investigations  by  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  scientists  as 
well  as  from  statements  of  concern  by 
citizens  and  private  organizations. 

All  interested  parties  are  hereby  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  by  August  15,  1974,  any 
factual  information  which  is  relevant  to 
this  review  of  the  status  of  the  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna.  The  information  should  be 
sent  to  the  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th  day 
of  July,  1974. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-16037  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


YELLOWFIN  TUNA  FISHING 
Incidental  Catch  Rate 

Notice  of  reversion  is  hereby  given 
pursuant  to  5  280.7(b)  (3) ,  Title  50,  Code 


of  Federal  Regulations,  as  follows: 

At  0001  hours,  local  time,  at  port  of 
departure  on  July  12, 1974,  the  incidental 
catch  rate  of  yellowfin  tuna  for  bait  and 
jig  boats  will  revert  to  fifteen  percent  (15 
percent) .  On  the  basis  of  the  catch  and 
present  catch  rate,  as  of  that  date,  the 
amount  of  yellowfin  tuna  caught  during 
the  closed  season  by  bait  and  jig  boats 
will  have  reached  2800  short  tons  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  280.7(b)  (3),  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  dated 
July  10,  1974. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-16093  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Dept.  Organization  Order  25-3A] 

OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  DIRECT 
INVESTMENTS 

Delegation  of  Authority  and  Functions 

This  order  effective  June  30,  1974, 
supersedes  the  material  appearing  at  23 
FR  54  of  January  3,  1968;  and  35  FR 
19139  R  of  December  17, 1970. 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of 
this  order  is  to  abolish  the  Office  of  For¬ 
eign  Direct  Investments;  to  revoke  the 
Foreign  Direct  Investment  Regulations 
contained  in  15  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  Chapter  X,  Part  1000; 1  to  reserve 
to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  the 
authority  vested  in  him  by  Executive 
Order  11387,  except  as  provided  herein; 
and  to  delegate  certain  responsibilities 
relating  to  or  arising  from  the  Foreign 
Direct  Investment  Regulations  to  the 
Administrator,  Social  and  Economic 
Statistics  Administration,  and  to  the 
General  Counsel. 

Sec.  2.  General.  The  Office  of  Foreign 
Direct  Investments  (the  “Office”) ,  estab¬ 
lished  as  a  primary  operating  unit  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  by  Depart¬ 
ment  Organization  Orders  25-3A  and  25- 
3B,  pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  (the  “Secre¬ 
tary”)  by  Executive  Order  11387  dated 
January  1,  1968,  and  otherwise  by  law,  is 
hereby  abolished,  effective  June  30,  1974. 
All  functions,  authorities,  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  contained  in  said  orders  are 
hereby  revoked  and  reserved  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce. 

Sec.  3.  Revocation  and  retention  of 
regulations.  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  by  Executive 
Order  11387  and  otherwise  by  law,  the 
Foreign  Direct  Investment  Regulations 
contained  In  Title  15,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Chapter  it,  Part  1000,  are 
hereby  revoked.  Such  revocation  shall 
not,  however,  in  any  way  affect  the  force 


1 A  document  revoking  15  CFR  Part  1000 
will  be  published  In  the  near  future. 


or  validity  of  the  regulations  while  they 
were  in  effect,  nor  in  any  way  affect  the 
responsibilities  or  liabilities  of  any  per¬ 
son  under  such  regulations  or  any  deter¬ 
mination,  settlement,  or  enforcement  of 
any  compliance  actions  or  penalties  aris¬ 
ing  under  such  regulations,  which  shall 
continue  and  may  be  enforced  as  if  such 
revocation  had  not  been  made.  The  rules 
and  procedures  contained  in  Title  15, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Chapter  X, 
Parts  1020-1050,  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  further  notice. 

Sec.  4.  Delegation  of  authority.  .01  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  by  Executive  Order  11387  and 
otherwise  by  law,  and  subject  to  such 
policies,  limitations  and  directions  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe: 

a.  The  Administrator,  Social  and 
Economic  Statistics  Administration 
(“SESA”),  is  hereby  delegated  the  au¬ 
thority,  in  addition  to  the  authorities 
otherwise  delegated  to  him,  to  acquire 
from  any  person  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States  information 
relating  to  transactions  involving  direct 
or  indirect  transfers  of  capital  to  or  from 
or  outside  of  the  United  States,  invest¬ 
ments,  earnings,  foreign  balances,  and 
other  business  abroad,  for  statistical  pur¬ 
poses,  and  to  collate,  arrange,  and  pub¬ 
lish  reports  based  upon  such  statistical 
information. 

b.  The  Administrator,  SESA,  is  further 
authorized  to  receive,  have  access  to, 
and  utilize  for  statistical  purposes  the 
information,  records,  and  other  ma¬ 
terials  previously  furnished  by  any  per¬ 
son  to  the  Office  in  reports  pursuant  to 
15  CFR  1000.602  or  otherwise  obtained 
by  the  Office. 

c.  The  General  Counsel  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  (the  “General  Counsel”)  is  hereby 
delegated  the  authority  to  take  such  ac¬ 
tions  as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate 
to  obtain,  asure,  and  continue  effective 
compliance  with  the  Foreign  Direct  In¬ 
vestment  Regulations  and  the  compli¬ 
ance  actions  previously  initiated  by  the 
Office,  including  obtaining,  receiving,  and 
using  reports,  information  and  materials 
previously  accumulated  by  the  Office, 
conducting  investigations,  and  otherwise 
utilizing  the  rules  and  procedures  set 
forth  in  15  CFR  1020-1050. 

.02  The  Administrator,  SESA,  and  the 
General  Counsel  are  further  authorized 
to  consult  and  collaborate  with  and  uti¬ 
lize  the  facilities  and  services  of  other 
agencies  and  organizations  and  to  take 
such  other  actions  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  to  fulfill  their  responsibil¬ 
ities  under  this  Order. 

.03  The  Administrator,  SESA,  and  the 
General  Counsel  may  each  redelegate 
any  authority  and  responsibilities  con¬ 
ferred  upon  them  by  this  Order. 

Savings  Provision 

Nothing  in  this  Order  shall  be  deemed 
inconsistent  with  Department  Organiza- 
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tion  Orders  10-6  (formerly  DO  104  (Re¬ 
vised)  ) ,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  or 
3 5-4 A,  Social  and  Economic  Statistics 
Administration,  which  are  unchanged. 
To  the  extent  that  this  order  Is  Incon¬ 
sistent  with  any  other  rules,  orders  or 
other  actions  of  the  Department,  the 
latter  shall  be  deemed  to  be  superseded. 

Effective  date:  June  30,  1974. 

Henry  B.  Turner. 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-16029  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


Purpose:  Advises  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  administration  of  programs  of 
financial  assistance  for  the  health  profes¬ 
sions,  Including  construction  of  facilities, 
student  loans  and  scholarships,  capitation 
for  the  support  of  educational  programs,  spe¬ 
cial  projects  and  other  purposes  to  Improve 
the  quality  of  education  and  conducts  the 
final  review  of  grant  applications  In  these 
areas. 

Agenda:  The  Council  will  meet  for  the 
purpose  of  reconsidering  actions  or  grant 
applications  for  Federal  Assistance  for  hos¬ 
pital  bed  construction.  In  accordance  with 
the  determination  by  the  Administrator, 
Health  Resources  Administration,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  02-463,  section 
10(d),  no  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public. 

In  view  of  unresolved  issues  with  re¬ 
spect  to  recommendations  made  during 
the  Council’s  last  session,  the  Secretary 
requested  a  special  meeting,  and  earlier 
notice  of  announcement  was  not  feasible. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Anyone  wishing  to  obtain  roster  of 
members  or  other  relevant  information 
should  contact  the  person  listed  above. 

Dated:  July  9, 1974. 

Daniel  F.  Whiteside, 
Associate  Administrator  for  Op¬ 
erations  and  Management, 
Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion. 

IFR  Doc.74-16051  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


Social  Security  Administration 

ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  SOCIAL 
SECURITY 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Social  Security,  established  pursuant 
to  section  706(a)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended,  will  meet  on  Sunday, 
August  4,  1974,  from  9  a.m.  to  3  p.m.  and 
from  7  p.m.  to  10  p.m.,  and  Monday, 
August  5,  1974,  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  at 
O’Hare  International  Towers  Hotel, 
O’Hare  International  Airport,  Chicago, 
Illinois.  Beginning  at  3  p.m.  on  Sunday, 
August  4,  two  subcommittees  of  the 


NOTICES 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 

HEALTH  PROFESSIONS  EDUCATION 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  the 
Administrator,  Health  Resources  Admin¬ 
istration,  announces  the  meeting  date 
and  other  required  information  for  the 
following  Council  scheduled  to  assemble 
during  the  month  of  July  1974: 


Advisory  Council  will  meet.  One  subcom¬ 
mittee  deals  with  social  security  financ¬ 
ing,  the  other  with  treatment  of  men 
and  women  under  socal  security  with 
respect  to  sex  and  marital  status.  A  task 
force  on  the  purposes,  objectives,  and 
principles  of  the  social  security  program 
will  meet  at  3  pm.  on  Sunday,  August  4. 
The  meetings  of  the  Advisory  Council, 
its  subcommittees,  and  the  task  force  are 
open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  on  the  Council 
and  the  task  force  may  be  obtained  from 
John  Trout,  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Council,  Room  440  Altmeyer  Building, 
Social  Security  Administration,  6401 
Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21235,  telephone  (301)  594-2510.  Further 
information  on  the  Council’s  subcom¬ 
mittee  on  financing  may  be  obtained 
from  Mary  Ross,  Executive  Secretary  of 
the  Subcommittee,  Room  438  Altmeyer 
Building,  telephone  (301  594-2514.  Fur¬ 
ther  information  on  the  Council’s  sub¬ 
committee  on  treatment  of  men  and 
women  under  social  security  may  be 
obtained  from  James  Crum,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Subcommittee,  Room 
454  Altmeyer  Building,  telephone  (301) 
594-2834.  Members  of  the  public  plan¬ 
ning  to  attend  should  send  written 
notice  of  intent  to  the  Executive 
Secretary. 

Dated:  July  3, 1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Numbers  13.800-13.807,  Social 
Security  Programs) 

John  Trout, 

Executive  Secretary,  Advisory 
Council  on  Social  Security. 

IFR  Doc.74-16038  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

|  FDAA-438-DR;  Docket  No.  NFD-220] 

ILLINOIS 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 

of  Illinois,  dated  June  10, 1974,  amended 


on  June  13, 1974,  June  18, 1974,  and  June 
25,  1974,  is  hereby  further  amended  to 
Include  the  following  county  among  those 
counties  determined  to  have  been  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  catastrophe  de¬ 
clared  a  major  disaster  by  the  President 
In  his  declaration  of  June  10,  1974: 

The  County  of: 

Woodford 

Dated:  July  8, 1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701.  Disaster  Assistance) 

William  E.  Crockett, 
Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Admin¬ 
istration. 

[FR  Doc.74-16040  FUed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


Federal  Insurance  Administration 

[Docket  No.  N-74-241  ] 

FEDERAL  CRIME  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 
Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  an¬ 
nounce  that  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410,  will  hold  a  Public  Meeting  on 
the  Federal  Crime  Insurance  Program  in 
the  Departmental  Conference  Room  of 
of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development,  451  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  on  Wednesday, 
July  17,  1974,  commencing  at  10:00  a.m. 

The  Federal  Crime  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram,  authorized  by  Title  VI  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1970  (Pub.  L.  91-609,  December  31, 
1970),  which  commenced  on  August  1, 
1971,  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  to  make 
crime  Insurance  available  at  affordable 
rates  in  any  state  in  which  a  critical  mar¬ 
ket  unavailability  exists  that  has  not 
been  met  through  appropriate  state  ac¬ 
tion.  At  the  present  time,  the  resi¬ 
dents  and  businesses  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  the  States  of  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois,  Kansas, 
Maryland,  Masacshusetts,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Tennessee  are  eligi¬ 
ble  to  participate  in  this  program. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  delegated  authority 
under  Title  VI  of  the  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development  Act  of  1970,  is  author¬ 
ized  to  make  use  of  the  existing  facilities 
and  services  of  insurance  companies, 
agents,  and  brokers  as  fiscal  agents  of 
the  United  States.  Federal  Crime  Insur¬ 
ance  is  presently  sold  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  through  private  insurance  agents 
and  brokers  and  serviced  by  private  in¬ 
surers  acting  as  servicing  companies. 

The  effectiveness  of  the  Federal  Crime 
Insurance  Program  in  those  states  in 
which  residents  and  businesses  are  cur¬ 
rently  eligible  for  insurance  coverage 
under  the  program  depends,  in  part,  on 
the  ability  and  willingness  of  private  In¬ 
surance  carriers  to  act  as  servicing  com¬ 
panies.  In  the  most  recent  bidding  proc¬ 
ess  conducted  to  attract  qualified  servic- 


Council  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and/or  contact  persono 

National  Advisory  Connell  on 
Health  Professions  Education. 

July  22, 9  a.m.,  Conference  Room  No.  4, 
Bldg.  31-C,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Belbesda,  Md. 

Closed— Contact  Ms.  Lynn  Btevens 
Bldg.  31-C,  National  Institutes  a. 
Health,  Room  4C-06,  Bethesdf, 
Md.  Code  301-496-3635. 
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lng  companies,  an  insufficient  number  of 
servicing  companies  made  bids. 

Accordingly,  the  public  meeting  on 
July  17,  1974,  will  be  held  to  gather  in¬ 
formation  as  to  whether  reconsideration 
should  now  be  given  to  the  governmental 
role  in  the  program,  including  servicing 
alternatives. 

Furthermore,  information  on  all  as¬ 
pects  of  the  program  that  would  serve 
related  governmental  concerns,  includ¬ 
ing  the  extent  to  which  eligible  residents 
and  businesses  have  elected  to  be  cov¬ 
ered,  and  marketing  alternatives,  will  be 
received  during  the  meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Public  attendance  may  be  limited  de¬ 
pending  mi  available  space.  Any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  public  may  file  a  written  state¬ 
ment  before,  during  or  after  the  meeting. 
To  the  extent  that  time  permits,  inter¬ 
ested  persons  will  be  allowed  public  pres¬ 
entation  of  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting. 

All  communications  concerning  this 
meeting  should  be  addressed  to  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  5, 
1974. 

(Sec.  7(d)  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(d)) 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-16142  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
[Docket  No.  25;  Notice  13] 

UNIFORM  TIRE  QUALITY  GRADING 
Public  Briefings 

This  notice  schedules  two  public  brief¬ 
ings  regarding  test  facilities  to  be  used 
by  regulated  persons  and  the  NHTSA 
for  the  establishment  and  compliance 
testing  of  tire  quality  grades.  A  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  for  a  Uniform 
Tire  Quality  Grading  System  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  June  14,  1974  (39  FR  20808) . 

The  proposed  rule  states  that  tread- 
wear  and  traction  test  facilities  will  be 
established  for  both  agency  and  industry 
testing  in  the  vicinity  of  San  Angelo, 
Texas.  In  the  case  of  treadwear  grading, 
the  proposal  specifies  a  test  circuit  of 
approximately  400  miles  that  is  intended 
to  produce  specified  wear  rates  on  three 
standard  or  course-monitoring  tires.  In 
the  case  of  traction  grading,  the  test  fa¬ 
cility  is  specified  as  concrete  and  asphalt 
surfaces,  also  constructed  in  the  San 
Angelo  area. 

The  NHTSA  is  presently  establishing 
these  facilities  and  will  hold  two  public 
briefings  regarding  them.  The  first  will 
be  held  at  10  a.m.,  July  23, 1974,  in  Room 
2230,  Department  of  Transportation 
Headquarters,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Following  the 
briefing  an  opportunity  will  be  provided 


for  questions.  However,  questions  may 
concern  only  the  nature  and  use  of  the 
test  facility  and  not  the  substance  of  the 
proposed  requirements  or  procedures.  A 
transcript  of  the  briefing  will  be  made 
and  will  be  placed  as  soon  as  possible 
thereafter  in  the  public  docket  (No.  25) 
for  the  rulemaking  action. 

On  July  29, 1974,  the  NHTSA  will  con¬ 
duct  the  second  briefing  at  the  test  fa¬ 
cility.  This  briefing  will  be  held  at  10 
a.m.,  at  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San 
Angelo,  Texas.  Because  the  briefing  in¬ 
volves  the  attendance  of  non-military 
persons  on  a  military  base,  persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  attend  must  notify  NHTSA  prior 
to  the  day  of  the  briefing.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  attend  should  contact  Miss  Judy 
Grabusnik,  Safety  Research  Laboratory 
N43-20,  Research  and  Development,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  Tele¬ 
phone  (301)  344-2682. 

The  NHTSA  has  decided  as  well  to  al¬ 
low  interested  persons  to  use  the  test  sites 
during  the  comment  period  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  The  treadwear  site  is  tenta¬ 
tively  scheduled  to  be  available  for  use 
by  interested  persons  on  or  about  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1974.  The  traction  test  site  is 
tentatively  scheduled  to  be  available  for 
use  beginning  September  1,  1974.  The 
NHTSA  will  attempt  to  accommodate  all 
requests  to  use  the  sites  within  the  com¬ 
ment  period.  However,  the  NHTSA  does 
not  contemplate  extending  the  comment 
period  to  allow  interested  persons  to  use 
the  sites  and  any  person’s  inability  to 
test  on  the  sites  within  the  comment  pe¬ 
riod  will  not  constitute  a  justifiable  basis 
for  comment  period  extension. 

Persons  wishing  to  test  on  either  test 
site  should  contact  Miss  Grabusnik  at 
the  above  address.  Each  request  should 
specify  the  amount  of  time  necessary  to 
complete  the  testing  contemplated. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  119,  201,  203,  Pub.  L.  89-503, 
80  Stat.  718  (16  US.C.  1392,  1401,  1407,  1421, 
1423);  delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR 
1.61  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  July  9, 1974. 

Francis  Armstrong, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator, 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-16003  Filed  7-9-74;3 :39  pm] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS’  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
CRYSTAL  RIVER  NUCLEAR  GENERAT¬ 
ING  PLANT— UNIT  3 

Notice  of  Meet\pg 

July  8,  1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards'  Subcommittee  on  Crystal  River 
Nuclear  Generating  Plant,  Unit  3,  will 
hold  a  meeting  on  July  29,  1974  in  Room 
1046  at  1717  H  Street,  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will 
be  to  develop  information  for  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  ACRS  in  its  review  of  the 
application  of  Florida  Power  Corporation 
for  a  license  to  operate  this  nuclear  power 


plant.  The  facility  is  located  on  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  approximately  7y2  miles 
northwest  of  Crystal  River,  Florida. 

The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public : 

Monday,  July  29,  1974,  9  a.m.  Until  the 
Conclusion  of  Business 

The  Subcommittee  wiU  hear  presentations 
by  representatives  of  the  Regulatory  Staff 
and  Florida  Power  Corporation  and  wUl  hold 
discussions  with  these  groups  pertinent  to 
its  review  of  the  application  of  Florida  Power 
Corporation  for  a  license  to  operate  the  Crys¬ 
tal  River  Nuclear  Generating  Plant,  Unit  3. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  Execu¬ 
tive  Sessions,  not  open  to  the  public,  at 
8:30  a.m.  and  at  the  end  of  the  day  to 
consider  matters  relating  to  the  above 
application.  These  sessions  will  involve 
an  exchange  of  opinions  and  discussion 
of  preliminary  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  Subcommittee  Members  and  In¬ 
ternal  deliberations  for  the  purpose  of 
formulating  recommendations  to  the 
ACRS. 

In  addition  to  the  Executive  Sessions, 
the  Subcommittee  may  hold  a  closed  ses¬ 
sion  with  representatives  of  the  Regula¬ 
tory  Staff  and  Applicant  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  privileged  information  con¬ 
cerning  plant  physical  security  and  other 
matters  related  to  plant  design,  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation,  if  necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
the  above-noted  Executive  Sessions  will 
consist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and 
formulation  of  recommendations,  the 
discussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  a  closed  session  may  be  held, 
if  necessary,  to  discuss  certain  documents 
and  information  which  are  privileged 
and  fall  within  exemption  (4)  of  5  U.S.C. 
552(b).  Further,  any  non-exempt  mate¬ 
rial  that  will  be  discussed  during  the 
above  closed  sessions  will  be  inextricably 
intertwined  with  exempt  material,  and 
no  further  separation  of  this  material 
is  considered  practical.  It  is  essential  to 
close  such  portions  of  the  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  interchange  of  internal 
views,  to  avoid  undue  interference  with 
agency  or  Subcommittee  operation,  and 
to  avoid  public  disclosure  of  proprietary 
information. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  Item  may  do 
so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof,  postmarked 
no  later  than  July  22,  1974,  to  the  Executive 
Secretary,  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
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Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Such  comments  shall 
be  based  upon  the  Preliminary  Safety  Analy¬ 
sis  Report  for  this  facility  and  related  docu¬ 
ments  on  file  and  available  for  public  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street.  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545  and  at  the  Crystal 
River  Public  Library,  Crystal  River,  Florida 
32629. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  written 
statement  In  accordance  with  paragraph  (a) 
above  may  request  an  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statements  concerning  the  written  state¬ 
ment.  Such  requests  shall  accompany  the 
written  statement  and  shall  set  forth  reasons 
Justifying  the  need  for  such  oral  statement 
and  Its  usefulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To 
the  extent  that  the  time  available  for  the 
meeting  permits,  the  Subcommittee  will  re¬ 
ceive  oral  statements  during  a  period  of  not 
more  than  30  minutes  at  an  appropriate  time, 
chosen  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee,  between  the  hours  of  1:30  pm.  and  3:30 
pm.  on  July  29,  1974. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee,  who  is  em¬ 
powered  to  apportion  the  time  available 
among  those  selected  by  him  to  make  oral 
statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled  and  In 
regard  to  the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests 
for  the  opportunity  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments,  and  the  time  alloted,  can  be  obtained 
by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on  July  26,  1974, 
to  the  Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary  of 
the  Committee  (telephone:  301-973-6640) 
between  8:30  am.  and  5:15  p.m..  Eastern  Day¬ 
light  Time. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only  by 
members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  Its  con¬ 
sultants. 

(f)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  mention  picture,  and 
television  cameras,  the  physical  Installation 
and  presence  of  which  will  not  interefere 
with  the  conduct  of  the  meeting,  will  be 
permitted  both  before  and  after  the  meet¬ 
ing  and  during  any  recess.  The  use  of  such 
equipment  will  not,  however,  be  allowed 
while  the  meeting  is  in  session. 

(h)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  portions  of 
the  meeting  where  proprietary  Information 
Is  to  be  discussed  may  do  so  by  providing 
to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  1717  H  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  7  days  prior 
to  the  meeting,  a  copy  of  an  executed  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  owner  of  the  proprietary  In¬ 
formation  to  safeguard  this  material. 

(1)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  open 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  for 
Inspection  on  or  after  July  30,  1974  at  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  and  within  approximately  nine 
days  at  the  Crystal  River  Public  Library, 
Crystal  River,  Florida  32629.  Copies  of  the 
transcript  may  be  reproduced  in  the  Public 
Document  Room  or  may  be  obtained  from 
Ace  Federal  Reporters,  Inc.,  415  Second 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20002  (tele¬ 
phone  202-547-6222)  upon  payment  of  ap¬ 
propriate  Charges. 

(J)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for  In¬ 
spection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission's 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545  after  September  30, 
1974.  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  payment 
of  appropriate  charges, 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-15940  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
NINE  MILE  POINT,  UNIT  1 

Notice  of  Meeting 

July  8, 1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.) ,  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Subcommittee  on  Nine  Mile 
Point,  Unit  1  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
July  29,  1974  in  Room  1062  at  1717  H 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  will  be  to  develop 
Information  for  consideration  by  the 
ACRS  in  its  review  of  the  conversion  of 
the  applicant’s  Provisional  Operating 
License  to  a  Pull  Term  Operating  Li¬ 
cense. 

The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public: 

Mowdat,  July  29,  1974,  9:80  i.u.  Until  thx 
Conclusion  of  Business 

The  Subcommittee  will  hear  presentations 
by  representatives  of  the  Regulatory  Stall 
and  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation,  Li¬ 
censee,  and  will  hold  discussions  with  these 
groups  pertinent  to  Its  review  of  matters 
related  to  conversion  of  the  Provisional  Op¬ 
erating  License  to  a  Full  Term  Operating 
License. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  Execu¬ 
tive  Sessions,  not  open  to  the  public,  at 
approximately  8:30  a.m.  and  at  the  end 
of  the  day  to  consider  matters  related  to 
the  above  review.  These  sessions  will  In¬ 
volve  an  exchange  of  opinions  and  dis¬ 
cussion  of  preliminary  views  and  recom¬ 
mendations  of  Subcommittee  Members 
and  Internal  deliberations  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  formulating  recommendations  to 
the  ACRS. 

In  addition  to  the  Executive  Sessions, 
the  Subcommittee  may  hold  one  or  more 
closed  sessions  with  representatives  of 
the  Regulatory  Staff  and  Licensee  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  privileged  in¬ 
formation  relating  to  the  matters  under 
review,  if  necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
the  above-noted  Executive  Sessions  will 
consist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and 
formulation  of  recommendations,  the 
discussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  closed  sessions  may  be  held,  if 
necessary,  to  discuss  certain  documents 
and  Information  which  are  privileged 
and  fall  within  exemption  (4)  of  5 
U.S.C.  552(b).  Further,  any  non-exempt 
material  that  will  be  discussed  during 
the  above  closed  sessions  will  be  inextric¬ 
ably  intertwined  with  exempt  material, 
and  no  further  separation  of  this  ma¬ 
terial  is  considered  practical.  It  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  close  such  portions  of  the  meeting 
to  protect  the  free  interchange  of  Inter¬ 
nal  views,  to  avoid  undue  Interference 
with  agency  or  Subcommittee  operation, 
and  to  avoid  public  disclosure  of  proprie¬ 
tary  information. 


Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  In  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  Is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  item  may 
do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof,  post¬ 
marked  no  later  than  July  22,  1974,  to  the 
Executive  Secretary,  Advisory  Committee  on 
Reactor  Safeguards,  US.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Such 
comments  shall  be  based  upon  the  subject 
matter  of  the  Licensee’s  letter  of  July  5,  1972 
to  the  US.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  and 
related  documents  on  file  and  available  for 
public  Inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20545  and  at 
the  Oswego  City  Library,  120  East  Second 
Street,  Oswego,  New  York  13128. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  written 
statement  In  accordance  with  paragraph  (a) 
above  may  request  an  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statement  concerning  the  written  state¬ 
ment.  Such  requests  shall  accompany  the 
written  statement  and  shall  set  forth  reasons 
Justifying  the  need  for  such  oral  statement 
and  Its  usefulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To 
the  extent  that  the  time  available  for  the 
meeting  permits,  the  Subcommittee  wUl  re¬ 
ceive  oral  statements  during  a  period  of  no 
more  than  30  minutes  at  an  appropriate 
time,  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee,  between  the  hours  of  11  a.m.  and 
12:30  pm.  on  July  29, 1974. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  who  is  em¬ 
powered  to  apportion  the  time  available 
among  those  selected  by  him  to  make  oral 
statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled  and 
In  regard  to  the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  re¬ 
quests  for  the  opportunity  to  present  oral 
statements,  and  the  time  allotted,  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on 
July  26,  1974,  to  the  Office  of  the  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Committee  (telephone  301- 
973-5651)  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m. 
Eastern  Daylight  Time. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  Its 
consultants. 

(f)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  available 
on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture,  and 
television  cameras,  the  physical  installation 
and  presence  of  which  will  not  Interfere  with 
the  conduct  of  the  meeting,  will  be  permitted 
both  before  and  after  the  meeting  and 
during  any  recess.  The  use  of  such  equip¬ 
ment  will  not,  however,  be  allowed  while 
the  meeting  Is  In  session. 

(h)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  portions  of 
the  meeting  where  proprietary  information 
Is  to  be  discussed  may  do  so  by  providing  to 
the  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory  Committee 
on  Reactor  Safeguards,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20545,  7  days  prior  to  the 
meeting,  a  copy  of  an  executed  agreement 
with  the  owner  of  the  proprietary  Informa¬ 
tion  to  safeguard  this  material. 

(1)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  open 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  for 
inspection  on  or  after  July  80,  1974  at  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  Public  Docu- 
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ment  Boom,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.O.  20646,  and  within  approximately  nine 
days  at  the  Oswego  City  Library,  120  East 
Second  Street,  Oswego,  New  York  13120. 
Copies  of  the  transcript  may  be  reproduced 
In  the  Public  Document  Room  or  may  be 
obtained  from  Ace  Federal  Reporters,  Inc„ 
415  Second  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20002  (telephone  202-647-6222)  upon  pay¬ 
ment  of  appropriate  charges. 

(J)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for  In¬ 
spection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546  after  September  30, 
1974.  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  payment 
of  appropriate  charges. 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-15941  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
WESTINGHOUSE  WATER  REACTORS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

July  10,  1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
section  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Subcommittee  on  Westinghouse 
Water  Reactors  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
July  30,  1974  in  Room  1046,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  will  be  to  begin  the 
Committee’s  formal  review  of  a  proposal 
to  use  the  new  Westinghouse  17  x  17  fuel 
design  in  Westinghouse  commercial 
power  reactors. 

The  following  constitutes  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for 
the  above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public: 

Tuesday,  July  30, 1974,  9  a.m.-4:30  p.m. 
The  Subcommittee  will  hear  presenta¬ 
tions  by  Regulatory  Staff  and  personnel 
of  Westinghouse  Electric  Corporation 
and  hold  discussions  with  these  groups. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  an 
executive  session  beginning  at  8:30  a.m. 
which  will  involve  a  discussion  of  its 
preliminary  views,  and  an  executive  ses¬ 
sion  at  the  end  of  the  day,  consisting  of 
an  exchange  of  opinions  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  members  and  any  consultants 
present  and  internal  deliberations  for  the 
purpose  of  formulation  of  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  ACRS.  In  addition,  the  Sub¬ 
committee  may  hold  closed  sessions  with 
the  Regulatory  Staff  and  Applicants  to 
discuss  privileged  information  relating 
to  fuel  design  and  performance,  if 
necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
the  executive  sessions  at  the  beginning 
and  end  of  the  meeting  will  consist  of 
an  exchange  of  opinions  and  formulation 
of  recommendations,  the  discussion  of 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  and  that 
closed  sessions  may  be  held,  if  necessary, 
to  discuss  certain  information  relating 
to  fuel  design  and  performance  which  is 
privileged  and  falls  within  exemption 


(4)  o t  5  UJ3.C.  552(b).  Further,  any 
non-exempt  material  that  win  be  dis¬ 
cussed  during  the  above  closed  sessions 
wUl  be  Inextricably  intertwined  with 
exempt  material,  and  no  further  separa¬ 
tion  of  this  material  is  considered  prac¬ 
tical.  It  is  essential  to  close  such  portions 
of  the  meeting  to  protect  such  privileged 
information  and  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  agency  or  Com¬ 
mittee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  item 
may  do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof, 
postmarked  no  later  than  July  23,  1974, 
to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545.  Such  comments  shall  be 
based  upon  the  Westinghouse  17  x  17 
Reference  Core  Report,  WCAP-8185,  and 
related  documents  on  file  and  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an 
opportunity  to  make  oral  statements  con¬ 
cerning  the  written  statement.  Such  re¬ 
quests  shall  accompany  the  written 
statement  and  shall  set  forth  reasons 
justifying  the  need  for  such  oral  state¬ 
ment  and  its  usefulness  to  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee.  To  the  extent  that  the  time  avail¬ 
able  for  the  meeting  permits,  the  Sub¬ 
committee  will  receive  oral  statements 
during  a  period  of  no  more  than  30 
minutes  at  an  appropriate  time,  chosen 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee, 
during  the  afternoon  portion  of  the 
meeting. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
who  is  empowered  to  apportion  the  time 
available  among  those  selected  by  him  to 
make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  re¬ 
scheduled  and  in  regard  to  the  Chair¬ 
man’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  present  oral  statements,  and 
the  time  allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a 
prepaid  telephone  call  on  July  29,  1974 
to  the  Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Committee  (telephone  301-973- 
5651)  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m., 
e.d.t. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  its 
consultants. 


(f)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(h)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  por¬ 
tions  of  the  meeting  where  proprietary 
information  is  to  be  discussed  may  do  so 
by  providing  to  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  7  days  prior  to  the  meeting, 
a  copy  of  an  executed  agreement  with  the 
owner  of  the  proprietary  information  to 
safeguard  this  material. 

(i)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  open 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available 
for  inspection  during  the  following  work¬ 
day  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Copies  of 
the  transcript  may  be  reproduced  in  the 
Public  Document  Room  or  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Ace  Federal  Reporters,  Inc., 
415  Second  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20002  (telephone  202-547-6222)  upon 
payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

(j)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545  after 
September  30,  1974.  Copies  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  payment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-16151  Filed  7-11-74:10:53  am] 


GENERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

July  9,  1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
section  26  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  2036),  the 
General  Advisory  Committee  will  hold  a 
meeting  at  the  Los  Alamos  Scientific 
Laboratory  in  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexico, 
on  July  29,  30,  and  31, 1974. 

The  following  constitutes  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Committee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

July  29  (Monday) 

8:15-10  a.m.,  full  GAC,  Physics  Building 
Auditorium,  Laboratory  Overview  by  Har¬ 
old  M.  Agnew,  Director,  LASL. 

10:30-12:30  p.m.,  GAC  Research  Subcommit¬ 
tee,  Los  Alamos  Meson,  Physics  Facility  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  Briefing  on  LAMPF, 
Overview,  Operation  of  Facility,  LASL  Re¬ 
search  at  FaciUty,  Practical  AppUcations, 
Users  Group. 

10:30-12:30  p.m.,  GAC  Reactors  Subcommit¬ 
tee,  Controlled  Thermonuclear  Research 
Conference  Room,  Briefing  on  CTR  Facil¬ 
ities. 
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1:30-5  p.m..  Reactors  Subcommittee,  Nuclear 
Safeguards  Building,  CTR  Program,  con¬ 
tinued,  Nuclear  Facilities  Briefing,  Waste 
Management,  Reactor  Safety  Studies,  Ad¬ 
vanced  Fuels. 

July  30  (Tuesday) 

1:30-4  p.m.,  full  GAC,  Red  Room  attached  to 
Administration  Bldg.,  Problems  in  Basic 
Research  Management,  Energy  Programs. 
Biomedical  Programs. 

In  addition  to  the  above  agenda  items, 
the  Committee  will  meet  with  AEC  com¬ 
missioners  and  staff  and  LASL  personnel, 
and  hold  executive  sessions  not  open  to 
the  public  under  the  authority  of  section 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463  (Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act)  to  exchange  opin¬ 
ions  and  formulate  recommendations  on 
the  above  topics  and  other  agenda  mat¬ 
ters  (LASL  weapons  program,  general  re¬ 
search  program,  laser  research  program, 
programs  generally,  and  review  of  Fermi 
Award  nominations).  I  have  determined 
that  it  is  necessary  to  close  these  portions 
of  the  meeting  to  discuss  certain  infor¬ 
mation  that  is  classified  and  falls  within 
exemptions  (1)  and  (3)  of  5  U.S.C.  552 
(b) ;  is  privileged  and  falls  within  exemp¬ 
tion  (4)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) ;  and  to  ex¬ 
change  opinions  and  formulate  recom¬ 
mendations,  the  discussion  of  which,  if 
written,  would  fall  within  exemption  (5) 
of  5  U.S.C.  552(b).  Further,  any  nonex¬ 
empt  material  that  will  be  discussed  dur¬ 
ing  the  above  closed  sessions  will  be  in¬ 
extricably  intertwined  with  exempt  ma¬ 
terial,  and  no  further  separation  of  this 
material  is  considered  practical.  It  is  es¬ 
sential  to  close  such  portions  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  such  classified  or  privileged 
information  and  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  avoid  undue 
interference  with  Commission  and  Com¬ 
mittee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  is  empowered  to  con¬ 
duct  the  meeting  in  a  manner  that  in  his 
judgment  will  facilitate  the  orderly  con¬ 
duct  of  business. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  above  agenda  items,  the  following  re¬ 
quirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  on  the  agenda  items  noted 
above  may  do  so  by  mailing  12  copies 
thereof,  postmarked  no  later  than 
July  22,  1974,  to  the  Secretary,  General 
Advisory  Committee,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 
Such  comments  shall  be  based  upon  the 
above  agenda  items. 

(b)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  rescheduled  or  relo¬ 
cated  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  tele¬ 
phone  call  on  July  26  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Committee  (telephone: 
301-973-5637)  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5 
p.m.  Moreover,  additional  details  con¬ 
cerning  the  scheduling  of  topics  in  the 
open  sessions  will  be  available  from  the 
same  office  in  mid- July. 

(c)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Committee. 


(d)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(e)  Minutes  of  the  public  sessions  will 
be  made  available  for  copying,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act,  on  or  after  August  30,  1974,  at 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.,  upon  payment  of  all 
charges  required  by  law. 

John  C.  Ryan, 

Advisory  Committee 
Management  Office. 

[FR  Doc.74-16071  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  26821] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC., 

GROUP  4-9  DISCOUNT  FARES 

Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  August  12,  1974,  at 
10  a.m.  (local  time) ,  in  Room  503,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Henry  White- 
house. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  four 
copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed  state¬ 
ments  of  issues;  (2)  proposed  stipula¬ 
tions;  (3)  requests  for  information;  (4) 
statement  of  positions  of  parties;  and 
(5)  proposed  procedural  dates.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Economics  will  circulate  its  ma¬ 
terial  on  or  before  July  29,  1974,  and  the 
other  parties  on  or  before  August  5, 
1974.  The  submissions  of  the  other  par¬ 
ties  shall  be  limited  to  points  on  which 
they  differ  with  the  Bureau  of  Eco¬ 
nomics,  and  shall  follow  the  numbering 
and  lettering  used  by  the  Bureau  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  cross-referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  9, 
1974. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

I  FR  Doc  .74- 16034  FUed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 

[Docket  26728;  Order  74-7-34] 

NORTHWEST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

July  8, 1974. 

On  May  22,  1974,  Northwest  Airlines 
filed  an  application  for  amendment  of  its 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  or  for  a  new  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  so  as  to 
authorize  it  to  serve  Winnipeg,  Canada, 
as  an  intermediate  point  between  Min¬ 
neapolis/St.  Paul  and  Edmonton,  Can¬ 
ada,  on  route  140  and  to  extend  route  3F 
from  the  terminal  point  Winnipeg  to  the 
new  terminal  point  Edmonton.  Thus, 
Northwest  would  be  able  to  serve  Winni¬ 
peg  and  Edmonton  on  all  flights  over 
routes  3/3F  or  140  and  proposes  to  con¬ 


solidate  service  to  the  two  cities  on  the 
same  flights.1  Northwest  has  also  filed  a 
motion  requesting  the  issuance  of  an  or¬ 
der  to  show  cause  why  its  request  should 
not  be  granted. 

No  answers  in  opposition  have  been 
filed  in  response  to  Northwest’s  applica¬ 
tion  and  motion. 

Upon  consideration  of  Northwest’s  re¬ 
quest  and  all  relevant  facts,  we  have 
decided  to  issue  an  order  to  show  cause 
which  proposes  to  grant  the  requested 
amendments  of  routes  3F  and  140.  We 
tentatively  find  and  conclude  that  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require 
the  amendment  of  Northwest’s  certifi¬ 
cate  so  as  to  authorize  the  addition  of 
Winnipeg,  Canada,  as  an  intermediate 
point  between  Minneapolis/St.  Paul, 
Minnesota,  and  Edmonton,  Canada,  on 
route  140  and  to  extend  route  3F  from 
the  present  terminal  point  Winnipeg, 
Canada,  to  the  new  terminal  point 
Edmonton,  Canada. 

In  support  of  our  ultimate  conclusion, 
we  make  the  following  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions.  In  the  airline  route 
agreement  entered  into  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  and  signed  on 
May  8, 1974,  route  C.2  provides  for  a  Chi¬ 
cago/Minneapolis/St.  Paul-Winnipeg/ 
Edmonton-Anchorage  route.  Northwest 
is  already  certificated  at  all  of  these 
points  on  routes  3/3F  and  140,  but  is  un¬ 
able  to  serve  Winnipeg  and  Edmonton 
on  the  same  flight  due  to  the  fact  that 
they  appear  on  separate  routes.  By  pei  • 
mitting  the  carrier  to  serve  both  Cana¬ 
dian  points  on  all  flights  over  routes  3/3F 
and  140  Northwest  will  be  better  able  to 
meet  its  service  obligations  to  both  cities 
at  less  cost,  and  with  less  flight  mileage 
and  aircraft  hours.’  Further,  Northwest’s 
application  and  petition  are  unopposed 
and,  since  no  U.S.  air  carrier  provides 
service  between  Winnipeg  and  Edmon¬ 
ton,  no  UB.  carrier  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  relief  granted  herein.’ 

Interested  persons  will  be  given  20 
days  following  service  of  this  order  to 


1  Routes  3/3F  permits  Northwest  to  operate 
between  Chicago  and  Winnipeg  via  various 
intermediate  points  or  nonstop.  Segment  2  of 
route  140  permits  the  carrier  to  operate  be¬ 
tween  New  York  and  Anchorage  via  Chicago, 
Mlnneapolis-St.  Paul  and  Edmonton.  Al¬ 
though  nonstop  Chicago-Winnipeg  service  is 
provided  for  in  the  certificate  for  route  3F, 
it  was  made  permissible  for  the  first  time  by 
the  new  (May  8,  1974)  bilateral  aviation 
agreement  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  and  has  now  been  inaugurated  by 
Northwest. 

*  The  consolidation  of  flights  will  result  in 
substantial  expense  savings.  Northwest  esti¬ 
mates  the  savings  at  $596,000,  which  may  be 
somewhat  high  based  in  part  of  the  fact  that 
the  Minneapolis-Edmonton  service  is  initially 
scheduled  for  five  days  a  week.  We  anticipate 
no  increase  in  revenues,  however. 

*We  further  tentatively  find  that  North¬ 
west  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act  and  is  fit,  willing  and 
able  properly  to  perform  the  transportation 
pursuant  to  the  amended  certificate  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  Board’s  rules,  regulations  and  re¬ 
quirements  thereunder. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  135— FRIDAY,  JULY  12,  1974 


NOTICES 


25683 


show  cause  why  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein  should 
not  be  made  final.  We  expect  such  per¬ 
sons  to  support  their  objections.  If  any, 
with  detailed  answers,  specifically  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  to  which  objection  is  taken. 
Such  objections  should  be  accompanied 
by  arguments  of  fact  or  law  and  should 
be  supported  by  legal  precedent  or  de¬ 
tailed  economic  analysis.  If  any  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  is  requested,  the  objec¬ 
tor  should  state  in  detail  why  such  a 
hearing  is  considered  necessary  and  what 
relevant  and  material  facts  he  would 
expect  to  establish  through  such  a  hear¬ 
ing  that  cannot  be  established  in  written 
pleadings.  General,  vague,  or  unsup¬ 
ported  objections  will  not  be  entertained. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  That:  1.  All 
interested  persons  are  directed  to  show 
cause  why  the  Board  should  not  issue  an 
order  making  final  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  stated  herein,  and 
amending  Northwest  Airlines’  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
route  3F  to  provide  for  the  air  transpor¬ 
tation  of  persons,  property  and  mail  as 
follows: 

Between  the  Intermediate  points  Grand 
Forks,  North  Dakota,  and  Wlnnepeg,  Canada, 
and  the  terminal  point  Edmonton,  Canada. 

and  Northwest  Airlines’  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
route  140  so  as  to  provide  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  air  transportation  of  persons,  prop¬ 
erty,  and  mail  over  segment  2  thereof: 

2.  Between  the  co  term  Inal  points  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Chicago,  Ill,  the  Intermedi¬ 
ate  points  Mlnneapolls-St.  Paul,  Minn.;  Win¬ 
nipeg,  Manitoba;  and  Edmonton,  Alberta, 
Canada;  and  the  terminal  point  Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

2.  Any  interested  persons  having  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  issuance  of  an  order  mak¬ 
ing  final  any  of  the  proposed  findings, 
conclusions,  or  certificate  amendments 
set  forth  herein  shall,  within  20  days  after 
service  of  a  copy  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Board  and  serve  upon  all  persons 
listed  in  paragraph  5  a  statement  of  ob¬ 
jections  together  with  a  summary  of  tes¬ 
timony,  statistical  data,  and  other  evi¬ 
dence  expected  to  be  relied  upon  to  sup¬ 
port  the  stated  objections;  * 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported 
objections  are  filed,  full  consideration 
will  be  accorded  the  matters  and  issues 
raised  by  the  objections  before  further 
action  is  taken  by  the  Board; 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed, 
all  further  procedural  steps  will  be 
deemed  to  have  been  waived  and  the 
Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an  order  in 
accordance  with  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein;  and 

5.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
on  Northwest  Airlines;  North  Central 


*  All  motions  and/or  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  shall  be  filed  within  the  period 
allowed  for  filing  objections  and  no  further 
such  motions,  request  or  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  this  order  wlU  be  entertained. 


Airlines;  the  Mayors  of  Chicago,  Illinois, 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minnesota, 
Anchorage,  Alaska;  and  the  Governors 
of  the  States  of  Illinois,  Minnesota  and 
Alaska. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16036  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 


[Dockets  26067,  26076;  Order  74-7-33] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Order  Authorizing  Discussions 

July  8, 1974. 

By  orders  73-11-34,  November  8,  1973 
and  74-4-29.  April  4,  1974,  the  Board 
authorized,  subject  to  various  conditions. 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan 
American)  to  hold  inter-carrier  discus¬ 
sions  looking  toward  agreements  on  ca¬ 
pacity  limitations  and  related  matters  as 
necessary  to  meet  the  precarious  inter¬ 
national  fuel  situation.  The  present  au¬ 
thorization  expires  on  July  8,  1974. 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA)  has 
filed  an  application  in  the  same  dockets 
requesting  that  the  Board  broaden  the 
authorizations  granted  in  orders  73-11- 
34  and  74-4-29  to  include  the  discussion 
of  capacity  limitations  in  international 
air  transportation  predicated  on  the 
radical  price  increases  of  international 
aviation  fuel.1  TWA  further  requests 
that  the  broadened  authorization  be 
effective  for  a  period  of  120  days  from 
the  date  of  the  Board’s  order  of  author¬ 
ization. 

In  support  of  its  request,  TWA  states 
that,  notwithstanding  possible  relief  in 
1975  from  the  fuel  shortage  problem, 
there  will  continue  to  be  a  crisis  result¬ 
ing  from  the  precipitous  rise  in  inter¬ 
national  fuel  prices,  which  threatens  the 
viability  of  U.S.-flag  international  serv¬ 
ice;  *  that  the  international  capacity  lim¬ 
itation  agreements  heretofore  approved 
by  the  Board  have  had  favorable  re¬ 
sults  Including  annual  cost  savings  of 
approximately  $15  million;  and  that  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  request  herein  will  enable 
the  carriers  to  reduce  costs,  regardless  of 
fuel  availability,  by  holding  capacity  in 
line  with  traffic  demand  and  eliminating 
the  wasteful  over-consumption  of  fuel. 

Answers  in  support  of  TWA’s  applica¬ 
tion  have  been  filed  by  Pan  American, 
the  Department  of  Transportation 
(DOT) ,  and  the  National  Air  Carrier  As- 


1A  similar  request  was  made  by  TWA  In 
Its  response  to  the  application  of  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  approved  In  order  74-4-29.  The  request 
therein  was  denied  without  prejudice  to  a 
showing  by  the  carriers  that  fuel  costs  are  a 
proper  basis  for  authorizing  further  discus¬ 
sions  on  capacity  limitations. 

1  TWA  asserts  that  its  average  price  of  fuel 
in  international  operations  has  Increased 
from  12.7#  per  gallon  in  October  1973  to 
43.524  per  gallon  In  April  1974. 


sociation  (NACA)  .*  Pan  American 
acknowledges  the  increased  availability 
of  fuel  but  stresses  that  the  exorbitant 
prices  of  fuel  have  rendered  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  international  air  transportation 
uneconomic.  Moreover,  Pan  American  as¬ 
serts  that,  absent  capacity  limitation 
agreements,  there  would  be  no  assur¬ 
ances  that  foreign  air  carriers  would  uni¬ 
laterally  reduce  capacity  sufficient  to 
permit  achievement  of  higher  load  fac-  • 
tors  and  more  economic  operations. 

DOT’S  answer  in  support  recognizes 
the  financial  distress  confronting  the 
carriers  and  believes  that  this  distress 
justifies  the  grant  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thorization  in  the  absence  of  less  anti¬ 
competitive  alternatives. 

NACA  also  recognizes  the  financial 
problems  of  providing  international  air 
transportation,  and  supports  the  request 
of  TWA,  subject  to  the  imposition  of  a 
condition  to  any  Board  approval  which 
would  prevent  the  use  of  any  freed  capa¬ 
city  in  transaltantic  charter  service. 
Specifically,  NACA  suggests  a  condition 
which  would  require  that,  during  any 
year  in  which  an  international  capacity 
agreement  is  in  effect,  each  agreement 
carrier  limit  the  number  of  seats  it  op¬ 
erates  in  transatlantic  charter  services  to 
the  number  of  seats  operated  during  the 
12-month  period  preceeding  the  first  in¬ 
ternational  capacity  agreement  entered 
into  in  this  proceeding.  NACA  also  sug¬ 
gests  that,  in  order  to  permit  flexibility, 
a  provision  be  inserted  which  would 
allow  an  agreement  carrier  which  in¬ 
creases  its  revenue  passenger  miles  in 
transatlantic  scheduled  service  during 
an  agreement  period,  over  the  corre¬ 
sponding  pre-agreement  period,  to  pro¬ 
portionately  increase  its  charter  capac¬ 
ity. 

A  reply  to  NACA’s  answer  has  been 
filed  by  Pan  American.4  It  is  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can’s  contention  that  the  Imposition  of 
the  NACA  condition  would  completely 
foreclose  the  route  carriers  from  any 
participation  in  the  rapidly  growing 
transatlantic  charter  market,  and  would 
unfairly  prejudice  the  route  carriers  in 
their  attempt  to  reduce  the  economic 
impact  of  excessive  capacity  occasioned 
in  part  by  the  diversion  of  traffic  to  the 
supplemental  carriers. 

The  international  air  transportation 
industry  continues  to  be  confronted  with 
tight  fuel  supplies  in  at  least  some  mar¬ 
kets.  Moreover,  the  continuous  increase 
in  the  price  of  fuel s  has  placed  an  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  the  U.S.-flag  carriers 
in  their  attempt  to  maintain  an  interna¬ 
tional  route  structure  which  is  economi¬ 
cally  sound  and  intensely  competitive. 


*  NACA  represents  the  following  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers:  Capitol  International 
Airways,  Inc.,  Overseas  National  Airways, 
Inc„  Saturn  Airways,  Inc.,  Trans  Interna¬ 
tional  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  World  Airways,  Inc. 
As  discussed  Infra,  NACA’s  support  Is  based 
on  the  imposition  of  a  charter  capacity  con¬ 
dition. 

‘  This  reply  was  accompanied  by  a  motion 
for  leave  to  file  an  otherwise  unauthorized 
document,  which  will  be  granted. 
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It  is  the  view  of  the  Board  that  this  con¬ 
tinued  shortfall  of  fuel  supplies  com¬ 
bined  with  the  pricing  constraints  being 
placed  on  the  carriers  justify  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  discussion  authorization 
granted  in  order  74-4-29.  Thus,  to  the 
extent  that  our  basis  for  granting  this 
extension  comports  with  TWA’s  request, 
the  request  shall  be  granted. 

We  find  it  unnecessary  to  reiterate 
here  the  reasons  fully  set  forth  in  our 
prior  orders  that  have  led  the  Board  to 
conclude  that  capacity  limitation  agree¬ 
ments  should  not  be  considered  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  as  a  means  of  al¬ 
leviating  fuel  shortages.  See  orders  73- 
11-34  and  73-10-110.  With  respect  to 
TWA’s  request  to  broaden  the  discussion 
authorization  to  consider  problems  aris¬ 
ing  from  the  precipitous  increase  in  the 
price  of  fuel,  the  Board  recognizes  that 
this  is  indeed  a  serious  problem  which 
has  contributed  to  the  serious  negative 
financial  operating  results  of  the  U.S. 
transatlantic  flag  carriers.  While  the 
Board  is  not  prepared  to  reach  any 
determination  at  this  time  as  to  whether 
capacity  reduction  agreements  directed 
toward  resolution  of  this  problem  would 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest, 
we  take  note  of  the  fact  that  TWA’s  pro¬ 
posal  has  been  supported  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  and  is  basically 
unopposed.  In  our  view,  the  carriers 
should  be  given  the  opportunity  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  matter  in  order  to  determine 
for  themselves,  and  to  present  to  the 
Board,  their  position  as  to  whether  a 
genuine  contribution  in  this  respect  can 
be  rendered  by  capacity  limitation 
agreements.  We  will  expect  that  any 
agreement  submitted  to  the  Board  as  a 
result  of  the  discussions  will  be  fully 
justified,  in  terms  of  the  necessity  there¬ 
for,  by  detailed  evidentiary  material.* 

Finally,  the  conditions,  limitations, 
and  admonitions  set  forth  in  Order  73- 
11-34  are  equally  applicable  to  the  ex¬ 
tended  authorization  granted  herein. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  That:  1.  TO 
the  extent  discussed  herein,  TWA’s  re¬ 
quest  for  continuance  and  broadening  of 
the  discussions  authorized  by  order  74-  4- 
29,  April  4,  1974,  looking  toward  agree¬ 
ments  on  capacity  limitations  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  meet  the  current  fuel  situation, 
be  and  it  hereby  is  granted; 


•For  the  nine-month  period  from  July  1, 
1973  to  March  81,  1974,  In  which  the  precipi¬ 
tous  fuel  co6t  increases  were  experienced,  Pan 
American’s  fuel  costs  rose  115  percent  (from 
14.3*  to  30.8*  per  gallon)  and  TWA’s  fuel 
co6ts  rose  221  percent  (from  13.2*  to  42.3* 
per  gallon),  an  average  percentage  increase 
for  the  two  carriers  of  166  percent.  As  a 
result  of  these  Increases,  the  percentage  of 
total  operating  costs  represented  by  fuel  ex¬ 
penses  rose  from  5  percent  to  16  percent  for 
Pan  American,  and  from  11  percent  to  26 
percent  for  TWA.  While  fuel  prices  for  In¬ 
ternational  operations  appear  to  have  leveled 
off  recently,  there  Is  little  likelihood  that  fuel 
prices  will  decline  to  anything  like  pre-fuel 
crisis  levels. 

•  With  respect  to  the  freed  capacity  condi¬ 
tion  proposed  by  NACA,  It  Is  the  Board’s 
judgment  that  a  condition  of  this  nature 
can  beet  be  considered  if  and  when  an  agree¬ 
ment  Is  filed  for  prior  Board  approval. 


2.  Except  as  herein  modified,  the  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  ordering  paragraph 
1  of  order  73-11-34,  November  8,  1973, 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  with 
respect  to  the  authorization  granted 
herein; 

3.  The  authorization  granted  herein 
shall  expire  120  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order,  and  may  be  revoked  or 
amended  at  any  time  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Board; 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
all  other  requests  be  and  they  hereby  are 
denied;  and 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
on  the  Departments  of  Defense,  Justice, 
Transportation  and  State;  the  U.S.  Post¬ 
al  Service;  NACA;  and  all  air  carriers 
authorized  by  certificate  or  permit  to  en¬ 
gage  in  foreign  air  transportation  in 
scheduled  service  to  and  from  the  United 
States. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16035  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Notice  of  Availability 

Environmental  Impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  July  1  through  July  5, 1974. 
The  date  of  receipt  for  each  statement  is 
noted  in  the  summary.  Under  Council 
Guidelines,  the  minimum  period  for  pub¬ 
lic  review  and  comment  on  draft  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statements  is  forty-five 
(45)  days  from  this  Federal  Register 
notice  of  availability  (August  26, 1974) . 

Copies  of  Individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  available 
from  a  commercial  source,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Law  Institute,  of  Washington, 
D.C. 

Department  op  Agriculture 

Contact:  Dr.  Fred  H.  Tschlrley,  Acting  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  331-E,  Administration 
BuUdlng,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  202-447- 
3969. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Timber  Management  Plan,  Clearwater  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Idaho,  July  2:  Proposed  la  a 
timber  management  plan  for  road  construc¬ 
tion  and  timber  harvest  on  the  Clearwater 
Working  Circle,  Clearwater  National  Forest. 
The  proposed  allowable  harvest  from  all  com¬ 
mercial  forest  lands  Is  248.1  MM  board  feet 
per  year.  There  will  be  adverse  Impact  re¬ 
lated  to  road  construction  and  changes  in 
vegetative  cover.  (ELR  Order  No.  41090.) 
(NTIS  Order  No.  (none) .) 

Callahan  Planning  Unit,  Kootenai  National 
Forest,  Mont,  and  Idaho,  July  3:  Proposed  Is 
the  Implementation  of  a  revised  multiple  use 
plan  for  the  54,391  acre  Callahan  Planning 
Unit  of  the  Kootenai  National  Forest.  The 
Unit  has  been  stratified  Into  8  sub-units 
which  will  be  managed  for  such  values  as 
timber  resources,  dispersed  recreation,  and 


big  game  habitat.  Adverse  impact  will  in¬ 
clude  continued  soil  and  vegetation  disturb¬ 
ance,  as  well  as  those  conditions  normally 
associated  with  the  development  of  unroaded 
areas  (139  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41101.) 

Wyoming,  July  1 :  Proposed  is  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  12  miles  of  access  road  and  the  cut¬ 
ting  of  15,740,000  board  feet  of  timber.  The 
timber  Is  to  be  harvested  from  47  Irregularly 
shaped  clear-cut  units  totalling  670  acres  on 
the  Bridger-Teton  and  Shoshone  National 
Forests.  There  will  be  adverse  impact  to  soli 
and  water  qualities.  The  Impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  on  elk  Is  considered  controversial,  due 
to  the  increased  area  access  which  the  new 
roads  will  allow  (67  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41084.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none) .) 

Final 

Hoosier  National  Forest,  Off-Road  Vehicle 
Policy,  several  counties,  July  3 :  The  proposal 
is  for  a  policy  to  permit  and  regulate  the  use 
of  off-road  motor  vehicles  on  the  Hoosier 
National  Forest.  The  Forest  would  be  divided 
Into  two  different  type  zones,  one  part  being 
zoned  for  the  use  of  ORV’s  on  designated 
trails,  the  other  part  excluding  the  use  of 
ORV’s.  Counties  affected  are:  Monroe,  Brown, 
Jackson,  Lawrence,  Martin,  Dubois,  Orange, 
Crawford,  and  Perry  (181  pages).  Comments 
made  by:  COE,  TVA,  EPA,  USD  A,  DOI,  state 
and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41104.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none) .) 

Big  Levels  Unit,  George  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Nelson  and  August  Counties, 
Va.,  July  1:  The  statement  refers  to  a  pro¬ 
posed  10  Year  Management  Plan  for  the  Big 
Levels  Unit,  Pedlar  Ranger  District,  George 
Washington  National  Forest.  The  Unit  con¬ 
tains  40,693  acres  of  National  Forest  lands 
and  48,507  acres  of  private  lands.  Adverse 
Impacts  will  Include  that  resulting  from  tim¬ 
ber  harvest  activities  and  wildlife  habitat 
developments  (104  pages).  Comments  made 
by:  USDA,  EPA,  state  and  local  agencies,  and 
concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41080.) 
(NTI3  Order  No.  (none).) 

Department  of  Defense 
army  CORPS 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  UB.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  202-693- 
7168. 

Draft 

Wood  River,  Nebr.,  July  2:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  proposed  snagging  and  clear¬ 
ing  of  27  river  miles  of  Wood  River.  Adverse 
Impacts  Include  the  loss  of  some  aquatic  and 
riparian  habitat,  acceleration  of  bank  erosion 
which  would  Increase  silt  pollution  (Omaha 
District).  (ELR  Order  No.  41095.)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  (none) .) 

Eagle  Bay  Highway  Bridge,  N.  Dak.,  July  3: 
The  project  Involves  the  construction  of  the 
Eagle  Bay  Highway  Bridge,  4,500  feet  In 
length  across  the  Little  Missouri  River  Arm 
of  Lake  Sakakawea,  and  construction  of  20.7 
miles  of  2  lane  roadway  to  connect  the  pro¬ 
posed  bridge  with  SR  22  near  Mandaree,  and 
SR  8  near  Twin  Buttes.  Adverse  Impacts  are 
the  commitment  of  490  acres  for  project  pur¬ 
poses,  Increased  noise  levels,  water  turbidity, 
soil  erosion,  and  emissions  during  construc¬ 
tion.  COE  Is  the  lead  agency  with  the  en¬ 
tire  project  coordinated  with  the  FHWA  and 
the  State  Highway  Department  (66  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41103.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none) .) 

Pennsylvania,  July  6:  The  project  Involves 
the  construction  of  a  wall  and  earth  levee 
system  along  the  West  Branch  of  the  Sus¬ 
quehanna  River  and  Bald  Eagle  Creek  to 
protect  the  City  of  Lock  Haven,  Pennsyl- 
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vania.  Adverse  impacts  include  the  loss  of 
an  unrestricted  view  of  the  river,  visual 
change  to  the  setting  of  the  historic  Water 
Street  district,  loss  of  some  trees  and  the 
resultant  reservations  of  the  citizens  con¬ 
cerning  the  project  (Baltimore  District). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41109.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none).) 

Matagorda  Ship  Channel,  Matagorda  and 
Calhoun  Counties,  Tex.,  July  3:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  maintenance  of  the  ex¬ 
isting  navigation  project  in  Calhoun  and 
Matagorda  Counties.  The  authorized  project 
includes  a  3.2  mile  long  entrance  channel,  a 
22  mile  long  channel  through  Matagorda  and 
Lavaca  Bays,  a  turning  basin  at  Point  Com¬ 
fort.  two  shallow-draft  branch  channels,  and 
a  20.2  mile  long  shallow-draft  channel.  Ad¬ 
verse  impacts  are  the  loss  of  vegetation, 
destruction  of  benthic  organisms  and  oysters, 
temporary  turbidity,  and  objectionable  odors 
may  result  from  deposition  of  dredged  ma¬ 
terials  on  land  areas  (Galveston  District) . 
(ELR  Order  No.  41100.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none) .) 

Final 

Red  River  Lake,  Ky.,  July  3:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  a  proposed  multi-purpose 
project  for  hood  control,  water  supply,  and 
recreation  at  mile  42.3  of  the  Red  River. 
Total  project  land  requirement  is  5,775  acres, 
one  fourth  of  which  will  be  from  the  Daniel 
Boone  National  Forest.  Inundation  will  in¬ 
clude  1,546  acres  of  land  and  15  miles  of 
free-flowing  stream  (Louisville  District)  (419 
pages) .  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA,  DOC, 
HEW,  DOT,  USDA,  state  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41108.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none).) 

Draft 

Blackwater  River,  Maintenance  Dredging. 
Escambia  County,  Fla.,  July  2:  The  project 
Involves  the  continued  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  an  existing  navigation  channel 
from  the  north  of  Blackwater  Bay  for  about 
12  miles  through  the  Bay  and  the  Blackwater 
River  to  the  US  90  bridge  at  Milton.  Dredged 
spoil  will  be  disposed  of  in  open  water  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  channel.  Adverse  impacts  include 
decreased  water  quality,  destruction  of 
benthic  communities  and  oyster  larvae,  and 
temporarily  Increased  noise  levels  (Mobile 
District)  (29  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41092.) 

Virginia  Beach  Control  Project,  Virginia, 
July  2:  The  statement  refers  to  the  con¬ 
tinued  nourishment  of  3.3  miles  of  Virginia 
Beach  shoreline  by  hydraulic  dredge.  Adverse 
Impacts  Include  turbidity  increases  during 
dredging,  loss  of  terrestrial  habitat,  loss  of 
sandy  beach  habitat,  noise,  and  loss  of 
benthnic  and  suspended  life  in  dredges  areas 
(Norfolk  District)  (41  pages).  (ELR  Order 
No.  41091.) 

Delaware  River  Basin  Commission 
Final 

Interstate  Energy  Company  Pipeline,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  and  New  Jersey,  July  1:  Proposed 
Is  the  construction  and  operation  of  a  buried, 
Insulated,  fuel -oil  pipeline  by  the  Interstate 
Energy  Company.  The  pipeline  would  origin¬ 
ate  at  a  marine  docking  facility  in  Marcus 
Hook,  Pennsylvania,  and  terminate  at  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Power  and  Light  Company’s  Martins 
Creek  Generating  Station.  A  lateral  pipeline 
will  also  be  constructed,  from  a  breakout 
terminal  in  Northhampton  Comity,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  across  the  Delaware  River  to  a  ter¬ 
minal  at  the  Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light 
Company’s  Gilbert  Generating  Station.  The 
project  will  Introduce  an  industrial  facility 
into  a  rural  area.  Comments  made  by:  USDA, 
DOC,  HUD,  DOI.  EPA,  GSA,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41083.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none) .) 


Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Contact:  Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers,  Director, 
Office  of  Federal  Activities,  Room  3630  Water¬ 
side  Mall,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  202-755- 
0940. 

Draft 

Palmer  Lake  Sanitation  District,  Colorado, 
July  3:  Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  an 
interceptor  sewer  and  a  wastewater  treat¬ 
ment  plant  (0.84  mgd  capacity)  to  serve  the 
Palmer  Lake  and  Monument  Sanitation  Dis¬ 
tricts  and  the  Woodmor  Water  and  Sanita¬ 
tion  District.  A  total  of  21,000  feet  of  inter¬ 
ceptor  has  already  been  constructed.  The 
facility  would  consist  of  two  aerated  lagoons, 
a  polishing  pond,  and  a  chlorination  system: 
effluent  would  be  discharged  to  Monument 
Creek.  The  new  facility  would  assure  ade¬ 
quate  sewage  treatment  for  future  area 
population  growth.  (ELR  Order  No.  41106.) 
(NTIS  Order  No.  (none).) 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Contact:  Dr.  Richard  F.  Hill,  Acting  Ad¬ 
visor  on  Environmental  Quality,  441  G  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  202-386-6084. 

Final 

Eascogas,  Distrigas,  LNG  Permits,  Rhode 
Island,  July  3:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  authorization  of  LNG  Importation 
from  Algeria  by  Eascogas,  LNG,  Inc.;  and  the 
construction  of  receiving,  storing,  revaporiz¬ 
ing,  and  distributing  facilities  in  Providence. 
Impact  would-  result  from  construction 
activity.  Comments  made  by:  AHP,  ABC, 
CEQ,  COE.  USDA,  DOC,  HUD,  DOI,  USCG, 
EPA,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41107.)  (NTIS  Order 
No.  (none).) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240,  202—343-3891. 

Final 

Chemehuevi  Shoreline,  San  Bernardino 
County,  Calif.,  July  2:  The  statement  refers 
to  a  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  which  would  recognize  the  equitable 
title  of  the  Chemehuevi  Tribe  of  Indians  to 
certain  riparian  rights  to  Lake  Havasu.  The 
lands  are  currently  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
BLM  and  BSFW.  Use  and  occupation  by  the 
Tribe  would  allow  development  of  reserva¬ 
tion  lands  for  recreational  residential,  and 
community  purposes  (270  pages) .  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  USDA,  HEW,  EPA,  state  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41099.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none).) 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Draft 

Proposed  Wilderness,  Capitol  Reef  National 
Park,  Utah,  July  1:  Proposed  is  the  legisla¬ 
tive  designation  of  181,280  acres  of  the  Capi¬ 
tol  Reef  National  Park  as  wilderness;  another 
1,810  acres  are  proposed  for  potential  wilder¬ 
ness  addition.  The  action  would  result  in 
the  preservation  at  major  portions  of  the 
Park  in  an  undeveloped  manner  with  con¬ 
tinuance  of  famous  geologic  formations  in  a 
natural  state.  There  could  be  short  term  im¬ 
pact  with  respect  to  such  non-renewable 
resources  as  gas,  oil,  coal,  and  uranium  (two 
volumes).  (ELR  Order  No.  41082.)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  (none) .) 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
Contact:  Dr.  Francis  Gartrell,  Director  of 
Environmental  Research  and  Development, 


720  Edney  Building,  Chattanooga,  Tennessee 
37401, 615-755-2002. 

Draft 

Transmission  Line,  Northeast  Alabama, 
several  counties,  July  2:  Proposed  is  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  a  500  kV  trans¬ 
mission  line  interconnecting  the  TVA  and 
Alabama  Power  Co.’s  systems  in  portions  of 
Jackson,  Marshall,  Blount,  Cullman,  and 
Jefferson  counties.  Environmental  impacts 
involve  limitations  on  land  use,  temporary 
construction  effects,  and  possible  aesthetic 
effects.  (ELR  Order  No.  41096.)  (NTIS  Order 
No.  (none).) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400  7th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202- 
426-4357. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Cedar  Rapids  Municipal  Airport,  Linn 
County,  Iowa,  July  2:  The  statement  dis¬ 
cusses  the  Airport  Master  Plan  and  Airport 
Layout  Plan  for  the  Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Airport  in  Linn  County,  Iowa.  The  project 
involves  extension  of  runways;  construction 
of  new  runways;  extension  of  a  service  road; 
construction  of  a  freight/cargo  road;  con¬ 
struction  of  six  new  aircraft  parking  posi¬ 
tions;  construction  of  a  new  terminal  com¬ 
plex;  erection  of  tee  type  aircraft  hangars; 
and,  acquisition  of  new  land.  Development 
of  the  airport  will  be  over  a  15  year  period. 
Adverse  impacts  are  increases  in  noise  levels, 
and  displacement  of  9  residences  (28  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41094.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none) .) 

Jimmy  Stewart  Airport,  Indiana  County, 
Pa.,  July  3:  The  project  involves  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Jimmy  Stewart  Airport  in  the 
City  of  Indiana,  Indiana  County.  Project 
measures  consist  of  extension  of  runway  28, 
land  acquisition  for  extension  and  approach 
zones,  and  stabilization  of  a  crosswind  turf 
landing  strip.  Adverse  impacts  are  Increased 
noise  levels  and  the  disruption  of  3  farms 
(53  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41102.)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  (none).) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Route  412,  Rockford  to  Rochelle,  Lee,  Ogle, 
and  Winnebago  Counties,  Ill.,  July  1:  The 
project  consists  of  the  construction  of  24 
miles  of  FA  Route  412,  a  four  lane  north- 
south  freeway  together  with  the  reconstruc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  20  Alpine  Road  Interchange  and 
the  upgrading  of  a  portion  of  Illinois  Route 
38  to  complement  the  freeway.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  vary  by  alternative.  There  will  be  a 
maximum  of  1,462  acres  needed  for  right-of- 
way,  displacements  of  businesses  and  fam¬ 
ilies,  and  Increased  noise,  air  and  water 
pollution  during  construction  (202  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41081.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none) .) 

Minnesota  Rte.  41,  Carver  and  Scott 
Counties,  Minn.,  July  2:  The  improvement 
calls  for  the  relocation  and  upgrading  of  an 
8  mile  section  of  M.R.  41  in  Carver  and  Scott 
Counties  in  the  SW  quadrant  of  the  Twin 
Cities  Metropolitan  Area.  The  improved 
highway  would  be  a  4  lane,  controlled-access 
facility  constructed  to  typical  freeway  stand¬ 
ards.  Included  in  the  improvement  is  a  1.25 
mile,  high-level  bridge  spanning  the  Minne¬ 
sota  River  Valley.  Adverse  Impacts  are  the 
displacement  of  some  wildlife,  the  use  of  25 
acres  of  land  for  right-of-way,  and  the  dis¬ 
placement  of  40  homes,  4  farms,  and  7  busi¬ 
nesses.  A  4(f)  determination  must  be  made 
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concerning  Minnesota  Valley  Trial.  (SLR 
Order  No.  41007.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none)  J 

Final 

Illinois  Route  23,  La  Salle  County,  HL, 
July  1:  Hie  statement  refers  to  the  proposed 
construction  of  a  new  bridge  on  4  lane  I.R. 
23,  over  the  Illinois  River.  Total  length  of  the 
project  Is  0.61  miles.  Three  single-family 
residences,  two  multiple-family  residences, 
one  private  non-profit  organization  and  a 
municipal  building  will  be  displaced  (86 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  AHP,  USD  A, 
COE,  HEW,  HUD,  DOL  USCO,  AEC,  FPC,  EPA, 
and  state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41087.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none).) 

1-70  (Capitol  Avenue),  Indianapolis, 
Marlon  County,  Ind.,  July  1:  The  proposed 
project  Is  the  Improvement  of  three  sections 
of  1-70  (Capitol  Avenue),  The  facility  will 
displace  one  family  and  one  business.  An  In¬ 
crease  In  noise  pollution  levels  will  occur 
(64  pages) .  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  DOI, 
USDA,  HUD,  EPA,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41077.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none).) 

Interstate  16-3,  Jefferson  and  Silver  Bow 
Counties,  Mont.,  July  2:  The  proposed  action 
Is  the  construction  of  approximately  26  miles 
of  4  lane  highway  between  Butte  and  Boulder. 
Of  concern  Is  the  Impact  of  exposed  terrain 
cuts  and  the  channelization  of  portions  of 
Bison  Creek  and  Boulder  River.  An  unspeci¬ 
fied  amount  of  acreage  will  be  required  for 
right-of-way  (691  pages).  Comments  made 
by:  USDA,  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local  agen¬ 
cies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41088.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none) .) 

US.  95,  Nevada,  Esmeralda  and  Nye  Coun¬ 
ties,  Nev.,  July  3:  Proposed  Is  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  partial  relocation  of  a  24-mlle  sec¬ 
tion  erf  UB.  96  between  the  Cities  of  Gold¬ 
field  and  Tonopah.  The  existing  two-lane 
facility  will  be  reconstructed  for  the  south¬ 
bound  lanes  of  the  ultimate  four-lane  rural 
freeway.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  removal 
of  approximately  100  acres  of  land  from  the 
tax  rolls;  scarring  of  the  desert  landscape; 
creation  of  dust  during  construction;  loss  of 
vegetation  and  minor  disturbance  of  under¬ 
ground  water  flows  (122  pages) .  Comments 
made  by:  EPA,  USDA,  DOI,  and  state  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41105.)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  (none).) 

Gibson  Boulevard,  Albuquerque,  Bernalillo 
County,  N.  Mex.,  July  1:  The  project  Involves 
the  Improvement  of  one  mile  of  Gibson 
Boulevard  between  Yale  Boulevard  and  Car¬ 
lisle  Boulevard  In  Albuquerque.  The  facility 
will  be  a  six  lane  divided  arterial  street.  Por 
safety  purposes,  six  Interchanges  will  be 
closed  and  right-of-way  will  be  expanded  for 
the  length  of  the  project.  Major  adverse  Im¬ 
pact  Includes  the  relocation  of  residents  from 
twenty  apartment  units,  and  the  loss  of  four 
potential  business  sites  to  right-of-way  (61 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  HEW, 
EPA,  COE,  DOT,  state  and  local  agencies,  and 
concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41086.) 
(NTIS  Order  No.  (none) .) 

Legislative  Routes  1063  and  313,  Centre  and 
Clearfield  Counties,  Pa.,  July  1:  The  state¬ 
ment  Is  a  corridor  study  for  providing  a  traffic 
system  around  Phlllpsburg,  a  connection  be¬ 
tween  Phlllpeburg  and  1-80  at  Kylertown  and 
a  connection  between  Osceala  Mills  and 
Phlllpsburg.  Project  length  Is  approximately 
24  miles.  Eight  businesses  and  62  families  will 
be  displaced  (186  pages).  Comments  made 
by:  USDA,  HEW,  EPA,  DOI,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41086.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none).) 

Main  Street  Bridge,  Chippewa  Palls,  Wls., 
July  1 :  The  project  Involves  the  construction 
of  a  bridge  that  will  span  the  Chippewa  River 
from  Main  Street  north  to  Pine  Street,  in  the 
city  of  Chippewa  Palls.  The  900  foot  span  will 
replace  an  older  structure  which  has  been 
closed.  Adverse  impact  of  the  action  will  In¬ 


clude  the  removal  of  fifty  trees,  and  inoreaeea 
In  traffic  which  win  bring  concomitant  In¬ 
creases  In  noise  and  air  pollution  (48  page*). 
Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DOI,  and  state 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41078.)  (NTIS  Order 
No.  (none).) 

U.S.  COAST  GUARB 

Final 

VHF-PM  Communications,  Alaska,  July  2: 
The  statement  ref  era  to  the  proposed  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  VHF-PM  communloatlons 
system  which  would  serve  the  coastal  areas 
of  Alaska.  The  improved  communications  will 
Increase  the  availability  of  medical  help, 
transportation,  search  and  rescue  efforts,  and 
other  safety  Items.  There  will  be  some  con¬ 
struction  disruption.  Comments  made  by: 
EPA,  DOT,  DOI,  state  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41089.)  (NTIS  Order 
No.  (none) .) 

FHWA 

Draft 

Jesus  T.  Pinero  Avenue,  July  1 :  The  proj¬ 
ect  Involves  the  construction  of  an  urban 
highway,  Jesus  T.  Pinero  Avenue,  to  be 
located  In  Rio  Pledras,  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  Total  length  of  the  proposed  right-of- 
way  is  1.70  miles.  Six  alternatives  design 
profiles  are  proposed.  Advene  Impacts  In¬ 
clude  possible  water  pollution,  loss  of  46 
acres,  Increased  noise  levels,  and  the  displace¬ 
ment  of  146  families  and  12  businesses .  (137 
pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41076.) 

Veterans  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Arthur  W.  Parmer,  Assistant 
Chief,  Medical  Director  for  Administration 
and  Facilities,  Veterans  Administration, 
810  Vermont  Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20420. 

Final 

VA  Replacement  Hospital,  Bronx,  N.Y„ 
July  2:  Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  a 
702-bed  hospital  to  replace  the  existing  1160- 
bed  facility  which  comprises  the  Bronx 
Veterans  Administration  Hospital.  Three  ex¬ 
isting  buildings  will  be  retained  and  the  rest 
demolished  after  construction  of  the  new 
building.  Adverse  impacts  stemming  from  the 
project  are:  Inconvenience  to  hospital  oper¬ 
ation  during  the  four-year  construction  pe¬ 
riod;  disposal  of  demolition  debris;  and 
degradation  of  aesthetics  along  Segdwlck 
Avenue.  (60  pages).  Comments  mads  by: 
DOD,  HEW,  EPA,  and  state  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41098.)  (NTIS  Order  No.  (none) .) 

UJS.  Water  Resources  Council 

Contact:  Mr.  Don  Maughan,  Director,  2120 
L  Street  NW,  8th  Floor,  Washington,  D.C. 
20037,  202-254-6303. 

Draft 

Willamette  River  Basin,  Greg.,  July  1:  The 
statement  refers  to  a  study  by  the  Pacific 
Northwest  Rivers  Basins  Commission  on  the 
Willamette  River  Basin.  The  report  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  broad  guide  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion,  development,  and  conservation  of  the 
water  and  related  land  resources  of  the  Wil¬ 
lamette  Basin. 

Gary  L.  Widman, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.74-16002  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv- 
lco  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 


ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assignment 
tn  the  excepted  service  the  position  of 
Executive  Assistant  to  the  General  Man¬ 
ager,  New  Communities  Administration. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal)  James  C.  Spry-, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-15973  Filed  7-11-74,8:45  am] 

EXPORT-IMPORT  BANK 

Title  Change  In  Noncareer  Executive 
Assignment 

By  notice  of  June  12,  1974,  FJR.  Doc. 
74-13498  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
authorized  the  Export-Import  Bank  to 
fill  by  noncareer  executive  assignment 
the  position  of  Special  Assistant  to  the 
President  and  Chairman,  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors.  This  Is  notice  that  the  title  of  this 
position  Is  now  being  changed  to  Vice 
President  and  Assistant  to  the  Chairman, 
Board  of  Directors. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-15971  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 

Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  $  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  In  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Administrator  (Internal 
Affairs) ,  Office  of  the  Administrator. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-15974  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  a  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  to  fill  by  non- 
career  executive  assignment  In  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Executive 
Assistant  to  the  Chairman,  Executive 
Staff. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

| PR  Doc.74-16972  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  $  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CPR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Veterans  Administration  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
ekcepted  service  the  position  of  Assistant 


All  new  employees  in  the  specified  oc¬ 
cupational  levels  will  be  hired  at  the  new 
minimum  rates. 

As  of  the  effective  date,  all  agencies 
will  process  a  pay  adjustment  to  increase 
the  pay  of  employees  on  the  rolls  in  the 
affected  occupational  levels.  An  employee 
who  immediately  prior  to  the  effective 
date  was  receiving  basic  pay  at  one  of  the 
statutory  rates  shall  receive  basic  com¬ 
pensation  at  the  corresponding  numbered 
rate  authorized  by  this  notice  on  or  after 
such  date.  The  pay  adjustment  will  not  be 
considered  an  equivalent  increase  within 
the  meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  5335. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  3-2b, 
Chapter  571,  FPM,  agencies  may  pay  the 
travel  and  transportation  expenses  to 
first  post  of  duty  under  5  U.S.C.  5723,  of 
new  appointees  to  positions  cited. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.74-16050  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  OPP-32000/82  ] 

NOTICE  OF  RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application 
for  registration,  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  the  lnfor- 


Adminlstrator  for  Planning  and  Evalua¬ 
tion,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor  for  Planning  and  Evaluation. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-15970  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 


mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  the  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-37,  East 
Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  September  10,  1974,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
application  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 
desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  under  Section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Administrator 
determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
in  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
his  claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification 
to  the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Sec¬ 
tion,  Technical  Services  Division  (WH- 
569),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401 
M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Every  such  claimant  must  include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  information  listed  in  the 
interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day  pe¬ 
riod  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period, 
the  applicants  against  whom  the  claims 
are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  available  under  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
September  10, 1974. 


Applications  Received 

EPA  Reg.  No.  264-47.  Amchem  Products,  Inc., 
Brookslde  Ave.,  Ambler  PA  19002.  WEE- 
DAB  MCPA  CONCENTRATE  BROADLEAF 
POSTEMERGENCY  HERBICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  2- 
methyl-4-chlorophenoxyacetic  acid  52.1%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  5481-RTE.  Amvac  Chemi¬ 
cal  Corp.,  4100  E.  Washington  Blvd.,  Los 
Angeles  CA  90023.  ALCO  TRIFLURALIN 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE  A  HER¬ 
BICIDE  FOR  PROFESSIONAL  USE  IN  OR¬ 
NAMENTALS.  Active  Ingredients:  Tri- 
fluralin  (a,a,a-trifluoro-2,  6-dinltro-N,  N- 
dipropyl-p-toluidine)  44.5%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  5667-ON.  Barrett  Chemical 
Co.,  H  St.,  St  Luzerne  St.,  Philadelphia  PA 
19124.  INDUSTRIAL  AEROSOL  INSECTI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
0.3%;  Plperonyl  Butoxlde,  Technical  2.4%; 
Petroleum  Distillate  1.6%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  6853-RN.  Bes-Tex  Insecti¬ 
cides  Co.,  Inc.,  Box  664,  San  Angelo  TX 
76901.  TUF  BRAND  CHLORDANE  40% 

W  KIT  ABLE  POWDER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Technical  Chlordane  (24%  Octachloro-4.7 
methano  Tetrahydrolndane  and  16%  re¬ 
lated  compounds  40%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1448-LU.  Buckman  Labora¬ 
tories,  Inc.,  1256  N.  McLean  Blvd.,  Mem¬ 
phis  TN  38108.  BL  NABE-M.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Disodium  cyanodithlolmldocar- 
bonte  14.7%;  Potassium  N-methyldithio- 
carbamate  20.3%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  352-341.  E.  I.  DuPont  De  Ne¬ 
mours  St  Co.  (Inc.),  6054  DuPont  Bldg., 
Wilmington  DE  19898.  DUPONT  MAN- 
ZATE  200  FUNGICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Manganese  16%;  Zinc  2%;  Ethylenebis- 
dithlocarbamate  ion  62%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1598-162.  FCX,  Inc.,  PO  Box 
2419,  Raleigh  NC  27602.  FCX  17.3%  NEMA- 
TICIDAL  SOIL  FUMIGANT  GRANULES. 
Active  Ingredients:  l,2-Dibromo-3-chloro- 
propane  16.4%;  Other  halogenated  C3 
compounds  0.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3432-GI.  N.  Jonas  Sc  Co., 
Inc.,  1919  E.  Boston  St.,  Philadelphia  PA 
19125.  COOLING  TOWER  FLUID  N.  Active 
Ingredients :  Poly  [  oxyethylene  ( dimethyl- 
imlnio)  ethylene  (dimethyliminlo)  -ethyl¬ 
ene  dichloride]  10.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3432-GO.  N.  Jonas  St  Co., 
Inc.,  1919  E.  Boston  St.,  Philadelphia  PA 
19125.  COOLING  TOWER  FLUID  15.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Poiy[oxyethylene(di- 
methyliminio)  ethylene  (dimethyliminio 
ethylene  dichloride]  15.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  4713-1.  The  Kenya  Pyre- 
thrum  Co.,  744  Broad  St.,  Newark  NJ  07102. 
KENYA  PYRETHRUM  EXTRACT  REFINED 
CONCENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyre- 
thrins  55%;  Petroleum  distillate  15%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1148-EL.  Leffingwell  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  Ill  S.  Berry  St.,  Brea  CA  9262L 
NUTRA-SPRAY  ZMC  12-2-10.  Active  In- 


SALES  STORE  CHECKERS— DENVER,  COLORADO 
Establishment  of  Minimum  Rates  and  Rate  Ranges 

Under  the  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  5303  and  Executive  Order  11721,  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  has  established  special  minimum  salary  rates  and  rate  ranges  as 
follows: 

Occupational  Coverage:  GS-2091  Sales  Store  Checker  Series. 

Geographic  Coverage:  Denver,  Colorado. 

Effective  Date:  First  day  of  first  pay  period  on  or  after. 


FEB  ANNUM  BATES 


Grade 

1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

G8-8.  _--r 

GS-4 . 

™  $7,478 

7,918 

$7,692 

8,158 

$7,906 

8,396 

$8,120 

8,638 

$8,334 

8.878 

$8,548 

9,118 

$8,762 

9,368 

$8,978 

9,596 

$9,190 

9,838 

$9,404 

10,078 
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gradients:  Copper  (expressed  as  elemental) 
10.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  tinder  2(e)  erf  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  618-80.  Merck  Chemical  dir, 
Merck  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Rahway  NJ  07066. 
METASOL  TK-100  DISPERSION  W.  Active 
Ingredients:  2-(4-tblazolyl)  benzimida¬ 
zole  50%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  6967-REO.  Moyer  Chemical 
Co.,  PO  Box  945,  San  Jose  CA  95108.  TRI¬ 
COP  DUST  NO.  6.  Active  Ingredients: 
Copper  (Expressed  as  Elemental)  6.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1258-OIE.  Agricultural 
Div.,  Olln  Corp.,  PO  Box  991,  Little  Rock 
AR  72203.  OLIN  TERRA-COAT  ZN-2055 
WETTABLE  SEED  TREATMENT  FUNGI¬ 
CIDE  WITH  DYE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pentachloronitrobenzene  20%;  6-Ethoxy- 
3  -  ( trlchlor  omethyl )  -1 ,2 ,4-thiadiazole  6% : 
Zinc  2-pyrldlnethlol  1-oxlde  5%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  33632-R.  Sein -Mendez 
Laboratories,  Dlv.  of  Forest  Labs.,  PE, 
Inc.,  Box  DE.  Caparra  Heights  Station, 
P  R.  00922.  CRESOLA  DISINFECTANTS— 
GERMICTDA — DEODORIZANTE  Active 

Ingredients:  Coal  Tar,  Neutral  Oils  and 
Acids  15.6%;  Anhydrous  Soap  7.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  3238-TL.  Standard  Spray 
&  Chemical  Co.,  PO  Box  63,  LAKELAND  FL 
33802.  ZINEB  75  WETTABLE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Zlneb  (Zinc  ethyleneblsdlthlo- 
carbamate)  75.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  476-ERLT.  Stauffer  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  1200  S.  47th  St.,  Richmond  CA 
94804.  ERADICANE  6.7-E  EMULSIFIABLE 
LIQUID.  Active  Ingredients:  S-ethyl  dl- 
propylthiocarbamate  82.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-2131.  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co  ,  1200  47th  Street,  Richmond  CA  94804. 
ERADICANE  6-E  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID. 
Active  Ingredients:  S-ethyl  dipropylthlo- 
carbamate  75.2%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 


Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  Hypochlorite 
9.2%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  266-EO.  SwimChem  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Dlv.  Hill  Brothers  Chemical  Co.,  16017 
E.  Clark  Ave.,  City  of  Industry  CA  91746. 
SWIMCHEM  SUPER  CHLOR  PLUS  FOR 
SUPER  CHLORINATION.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Calcium  hypochlorite  70%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  34289-R.  TKO  Chemical 
Co.,  303  S.  6th  St.,  St.  Joseph  MO  64501. 
CLEARLAKE  AQUATIC  WEED  AND 
ALGAE  CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dipostassium  of  salt  of  endothall  40.3%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  400-85.  Uniroyal  Chemical,  Div. 
of  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  Agricultural  Chemicals, 
R&D,  Amity  Rd„  Bethany  CT  06525.  SOLO 
HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium 
N-l-Naphthylphthalamate  23.6%;  Iso¬ 
propyl  N-(3-Chlorophenyl)  Carbamate 
22.2%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2  (c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  400-87.  Unlroyal  Chemical, 
Dlv.  of  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  Agricultural  Chem¬ 
icals,  R&D,  Amity  Rd„  Bethany  CT  06525 
SOLO  GRANULAR  HERBICIDE  25  '40 


m*kh  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  N-l- 
Naphthylphthalamate  10.7%;  Isopropyl 
N-(3-Chlorophenyl)  Carbamate  10.3%. 
Method  of  Support:  Appllcat’on  proceeds 
under  2(c)  erf  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1325-TI.  Davis-Well  Mfg. 
Co.,  Inc.,  219  Scott  St.,  Memphis  TN  38112. 
AWT  ALGAECIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n- 
Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  6% 
C18)  dlmethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.0%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  82%  C14)  <11. 
methyl  ethylbenzl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  769-UUI.  Woolfolk  Chem¬ 
ical  Works,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  938,  Port  Valley 
GA  31030.  SECURITY  TOX— MP  COTTON 
SPRAY  6-1- Vi-  Active  Ingredients:  Toxa- 
phene  56.4%;  O.O- dimethyl  O-p-nltro- 
phenyl  phosphorothioate  13.8%;  Aromatic 
Petroleum  Derivative  Solvent  17.2%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

Dated;  July  3, 1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
[FR  Doc.74-15789  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  20099;  FCC  74-690] 

AMERICAN  TELEPHONE  AND  TELEGRAPH 
CO.,  ET  AL. 

Offer  of  Facilitiesfor  Use  by  Other  Common 
Carriers;  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  Instituting  Investigation 

1.  By  Memorandum  Opinion,  Order 
and  Authorization  released  September 
12,  1973  (42  F.C.C.  2d  654) ,  we  granted 
the  application  of  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company  (AT&T)  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  a  domestic  satellite 
communications  system.  However,  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  this  Order  was  conditioned 
upon  AT&T’s  written  acceptance  of  cer¬ 
tain  “conditions  and  understandings” 
with  respect  to  the  provision  of  intercon¬ 
nection  facilities.  One  of  the  primary 
conditions  was  that  AT&T  and  associated 
Bell  System  companies  file  tariff  sched- 


ln  accordance  with  section  203  of  the 
Act 1  and  Part  61  of  the  Rules. 

2.  On  October  4.  1973,  we  adopted  an 
order  In  letter  form  In  which  we  rejected 
AT&T’s  contention  that  the  Bell  System 
companies  were  In  compliance  with  the 
Communications  Act  and  our  decisions 
by  filing  tariffs  with  the  state  regulatory 
agencies  for  Interconnection  facilities 
furnished  to  specialized  communications 
carriers  licensed  by  us  for  interstate  serv¬ 
ices.  We  further  stated  our  view  that  our 
policy  objectives  and  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  require  that  Bell  file  Its  tariff 
schedules  with  this  Commission. 

3.  In  purported  compliance  with  these 
Orders  of  September  12,  1973  and  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1973,  the  Bell  System  companies, 
on  November  12,  1973,  filed  tariffs  with 
us  offering  two  types  of  access  facilities 
to  Domestic  Satellite  carriers;  entrance 
facilities  to  be  furnished  under  AT&T 
Tariff  F.c.c.  No.  265  and  Pacific  Tele- 


*The  Communications  Act  of  1984,  a* 
amended,  47  UJS.C.  5  203. 


phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (PT&T) 
Tariff  P.C.C.  No.  123  and  Intercity  Inter- 
exchange  channel  facilities  to  be  fur¬ 
nished  under  AT&T  Tariff  No.  266  and 
PT&T  Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  124;  and  14  Asso¬ 
ciated  Bell  System  companies  filed  sep¬ 
arate  tariffs  with  us  offering  to  provide 
local  distribution  facilities  not  only  to 
Domestic  Satellite  carriers  but  to  other 
carriers  as  well.  All  of  the  aforementioned 
tariffs  were  identified  in  our  Public  No¬ 
tice  of  November  19,  1973.  These  tariffs 
were  filed  under  protest  and  were  ac¬ 
companied  by  claims  of  the  Bell  System 
that  we  have  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
subject  matter  of  the  tariffs. 

4.  On  or  before  December  19, 1973  peti¬ 
tions  to  suspend  and  investigate  the 
tariffs  were  submitted  by:  MCI  Telecom¬ 
munications  Corporation,  Microwave 
Communications,  Inc.,  MCI  New  York 
West,  Inc.,  Interdata  Communications, 
Inc.,  and  MCI  St.  Louis-Texas,  Inc.  (col¬ 
lectively  MCI) ;  The  Western  Union  Tele¬ 
graph  Company  (WU) ;  the  American 
Satellite  Corporation  (ASC) ;  Data 
Transmission  Company  (Datran)  and 
Southern  Pacific  Communications  Com¬ 
pany  (SPCC).  RCA  Global  Communica¬ 
tions  filed  a  letter  of  concern  as  to  sev¬ 
eral  tariff  provisions  on  December  18, 
1973.  The  petitions  asked  us  to  suspend 
the  effectiveness  of  these  tariffs  and  to 
set  them  for  hearing  on  the  questions 
of  lawfulness  raised  by  the  petitioners. 
In  separate  pleadings,  MCI,  WU,  ASC, 
and  CML  Satellite  Corporation  asked  us 
to  reject  the  tariffs  in  question  without 
further  proceedings.  The  Bell  System 
submitted  Its  reply  pleadings  on  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1974  In  which  it  opposed  all  peti¬ 
tions  to  suspend  or  to  reject. 

5.  By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Or¬ 
der,*  we  denied  the  petitions  to  the  extent 
that  they  requested  suspension  or  re¬ 
jection  at  that  time.  Thus  our  action  al¬ 
lowed  all  of  the  tariffs  to  become  effec¬ 
tive,  as  published,  on  January  11,  1974, 
except  for  the  New  York  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  tariff  (F.C.C.  No.  37)  which  was 
published  to  become  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1974.  Subsequent  to  our  Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1974  Order,  we  received  further 
petitions  to  suspend  and  reject  New  York 
Telephone  Company’s  Tariff  F.C.C.  No. 
37,  filed  by  ITT  World  Communications 
Inc.  and  Western  Union  International, 
Inc.  By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Or¬ 
der  *  we  denied  these  new  petitions  to  the 
extent  that  they  again  requested  suspen¬ 
sion  or  rejection  at  that  time.  In  both 
of  these  orders,  we  stated  that  we  would 
defer  further  action  on  the  tariff  filings 
until  further  proceedings  In  Docket  No. 
19896,  and  that  to  the  extent  the  ques¬ 
tions  raised  by  the  petitions  are  not  en¬ 
compassed  In  the  issues  to  be  resolved 
In  Docket  No.  19896,  a  separate  investi- 


*  Bell  System  Tariffs  re  Entrance,  Intercity 
and  local  Distribution  Facilities,  FCC  74-36 
(released  January  11,  1974),  appeal  docketed 
sub  nom.,  The  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company  ▼.  FCC,  No.  74-1317  D.C.  Clr. 

*  New  York  Telephone  Company  Tariff 
F.C.C.  No.  37,  45  F.C.C.  2d  365  (1974),  recon. 
denied  46  FC.C.  2d  132  (1974),  appeal  dock¬ 
eted  sub  nom.,  ITT  World  Communications, 
Inc.  ▼.  FCC,  No.  74-1721  2nd  Clr. 


EPA  File  Symbol  34277-E.  Suffolk  Chemical 
Co..  Inc.,  PO  Box  1606,  Suffolk  VA  23434. 
sodium  hypochlorite  solution,  uies  related  to  Interconnection  facilities 
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gation  and  hearing  would  be  instituted 
In  due  course. 

6.  On  April  23,  1974,  we  released  our 
Decision  in  Docket  No.  19896.4  We  there 
concluded  that: 

Bell  engaged  in  conduct  which  has  resulted 
In  the  denial  of,  or  unreasonable  delay  in 
establishing,  physical  connections  with  MCI 
and  other  specialized  common  carriers  which 
are  parties  to  this  proceeding;  that  it  pur¬ 
sued  policies  and  practices  which  foreclosed 
the  establishment  of  through  routes,  and  the 
charges,  facilities  and  regulations  applicable 
thereto  in  connection  with  authorized  in¬ 
terstate  services  of  MCI  and  other  specialized 
carriers;  that  Bell  is  unlawfully  applying  and 
proposes  to  continue  to  apply  the  tariff 
schedules  of  charges  and  regulations  filed 
with  state  regulatory  commissions  for  serv¬ 
ices  and  faculties  provided  to  MCI  and  other 
specialized  common  carriers  and  used  by  the 
specialized  carriers  in  the  transmission  of 
Interstate  and  foreign  communications;  and 
that  Bell  has  discriminated  against  MCI  and 
other  speclaUzed  carriers  in  favor  of  its  own 
Long  Lines  Department  by  denying  to  MCI 
and  other  specialized  carriers  the  intercon¬ 
nection  prlvUeges  presently  provided  to  the 
said  Long  Lines  Department  in  connection 
with  authorized  interstate  services.  We  fur¬ 
ther  conclude  that  the  aforementioned  con¬ 
duct  and  practices  are  in  violation  of  the 
Act,  and  the  declared  policy  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  and  that  the  public  interest  requires 
the  Issuance  of  orders  requiring  Bell  to  cease 
and  desist  from  further  violations.5 

We  ordered  AT&T  and  the  Bell  System 
companies  to: 

Furnish  to  MCI  Telecommunications  Cor¬ 
poration,  MCI  New  York  West,  Inc.  and  other 
specialized  common  carriers  the  intercon¬ 
nection  faculties  essential  to  the  rendition 
of  all  of  their  presently  or  hereafter  author¬ 
ized  interstate  and  foreign  communications 
services  and  to  enable  the  said  specialized 
common  carriers  to  terminate  their  author¬ 
ized  Interstate  and  foreign  communications 
services,  including  interconnection  by  the 
specialized  carriers  into  a  telephone  com¬ 
pany’s  local  exchange  faculties  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  furnishing  Foreign  Exchange  (FX) 
service  or  for  Insertion  into  telephone  com¬ 
pany  Common  Control  Switching  Arrange¬ 
ments  (CCSA) ;  and  file  with  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  203  of  the  Act  and 
Part  61  of  the  Commission’s  Buies,  tariff 
schedules  to  cover  interconnection  faculties 
for  all  of  the  authorized  Interstate  and  for¬ 
eign  communications  services  of  the  spe¬ 
cialized  common  carriers* 

In  purported  compliance  with  the  De¬ 
cision,  Bell  filed,  on  May  3, 1974,  two  new 
tariffs — Bell  Operating  Companies  F.C.C. 
Tariffs  No.  1  and  No.  2 — and  supple¬ 
ments  and  revisions  to  all  Its  earlier  filed 
*  tariffs  offering  facilities  to  other  common 
carriers. 

7.  We  are  now  prepared  to  institute  a 
formal  investigation  and  hearing  on  the 
substantive  provisions  of  all  the  Bell 
System’s  tariffs  offering  entrance,  inter¬ 
city  and  local  distribution  facilities  for 
other  carriers,  as  well  as  the  Bell- West¬ 
ern  Union  exchange  of  facilities  con¬ 
tracts.  In  this  proceeding,  we  are  most 

4  Bell  System  Tariff  Offerings  at  Local  Dis¬ 
tribution  Facilities,  FCC  74-467  (released 
▲prU  23,  1974),  appeal  docketed  sub  nom. 
Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania 
▼.  FCC,  No.  74-1386  3rd  Clr. 

*  rtHd.  at  para.  46. 

*  Ibid,  at  para.  63. 


concerned  with  those  tariff  provisions 
which  impose  restrictions  on  the  use  of 
the  facilities.  We  also  wish  to  examine, 
among  other  things,  the  different  rate 
levels  and  rate  structures  found  in  the 
various  local  distribution  tariffs  and 
contracts.  In  our  investigation  of  all  of 
the  Bell  entrance,  intercity  and  local 
distribution  tariff,7  we  will  be  particu¬ 
larly  concerned  with  any  charges,  prac¬ 
tices,  classifications  and  regulations 
which  may  operate  to  deny  to  non-Bell 
carriers  the  interconnection  privileges 
presently  provided  to  AT&T’s  Long  lines 
Department.  We  will  also  inquire  into 
whether  Bell’s  May  3,  1974  filings  are  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  our  April  23,  1974  Decision,  and 
the  Commission’s  rule. 

8.  In  our  January  11,  1974  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order,*  we  pointed  out 
that  §  61.38  of  our  Rules  was  waived  in¬ 
sofar  as  that  section  required  the  filing 
of  supporting  data  at  the  time  of  filing 
the  tariffs,  and  that  the  grant  was  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
quiring  such  data  and  information  to 
be  submitted  in  the  future  in  connection 
with  any  Investigation  of  such  tariffs. 
Because  the  instant  Order  designates 
these  tariffs  for  investigation,  we  will 
order  Bell  to  supply  the  8  61.38  support¬ 
ing  data  within  30  days.  This  should  not 
be  an  unduly  short  period  of  time,  since 
absent  our  waiver,  this  Information 
would  have  been  required  to  be  filed 
along  with  the  tariffs  on  November  12, 
1973.  Furthermore,  Bell  has  been  on  no¬ 
tice  since  our  January  11,  1974  Order 
that  we  would  be  requiring  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  this  material  in  connection  with 
any  investigation  of  the  tariffs. 

9.  We  take  note  of  a  Petition  filed  on 
October  15,  1970  by  James  M.  and  Mar: 
iam  G.  Carpenter  d/b/a  Carpenter  Ra¬ 
dio,  pursuant  to  Sections  201  (a) ,  201  (b) , 
and  202(a)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  alleging  that  the 
United  Telephone  Company  of  Ohio 
(United)  and  the  Ohio  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (Ohio  Bell)  have  refused  lines 
to  Carpenter  Radio  as  a  common  carrier 
at  contract  prices  lower  than  the  tariff 
rate  and  at  a  level  applied  to  other  sim¬ 
ilarly  situated  carriers.  The  nature  of 
Carpenter’s  Petition  is  such  that  we  will 
consider  it  a  petition  for  interconnection 
filed  pursuant  to  Section  201(a)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  United  and  Ohio  Bell  have 
filed  answers  to  the  Petition  and  Mo¬ 
tions  to  Dismiss,  and  various  other 
pleadings  have  been  filed  by  both  the 
telephone  companies  and  Carpenter. 
Basically  Carpenter  is  requesting  wires 
to  interconnect  a  satellite  receiver  to 
its  control  point  at  Lima,  Ohio.  The  re¬ 
quested  interconnection  would  utilize  the 
facilities  of  both  United  and  Ohio  Bell. 


’  Sine®  the  initial  tariff  filings,  five  more 
local  distribution  tariffs  were  filed  on  March 
16,  1974  and  became  effective  April  16,  1974. 
Hieee  tariffs,  covering  the  states  of  Michi¬ 
gan,  Georgia,  Texas,  Oklahoma  and  Kansas, 
are  listed,  along  with  the  earlier  filed  tariffs, 
In  the  Appendix  hereto. 


It  appears  that  the  interconnection  Car¬ 
penter  requests  may  be  included  or 
should  be  included  within  the  provisions 
of  Ohio  Bell’s  Local  Distribution  tariff. 
Accordingly,  the  Motions  to  Dismiss  will 
be  denied  and  Carpenter’s  Petition  and 
the  matters  raised  therein  as  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  reasonableness  and  lawful¬ 
ness  of  Defendent’s  action  concerning  the 
provision  of  the  necessary  facilities  for 
operation  of  Carpenter’s  satellite  re¬ 
ceiver  shall  be  explored  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  United  will  also  be  named  a  party 
in  this  proceeding  since  it  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  a  portion  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  to  accomplish  an  appropriate  inter¬ 
connection. 

10.  The  Commission  also  has  before  it 
a  Petition  for  Reconsideration  of  its 
April  2,  1974  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  in  New  York  Telephone  Company 
Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  37,  46  F.C.C.  2d  132,  filed 
by  RCA  Global  Communications,  Inc. 
(RCA  Globcom)  on  May  2,  1974.  RCA 
Globcom  submits  that  in  view  of  the 
Commission’s  Decision  in  Docket  No. 
19896*  the  Commission  must  rule  that 
the  contracts  between  the  international 
carriers  and  New  York  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  are  still  effective  and  have  not  been 
superseded  by  its  Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  37. 
The  Commission  has  twice  before  consid¬ 
ered  and  rejected  RCA  Globcom’s  argu¬ 
ments10  and  as  we  have  stated  before, 
Globcom  has  not  provided  any  additional 
information  which  would  assist  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  resolving  this  question,  and  its 
petition  will  therefore  be  denied.  How¬ 
ever,  we  will  consider  herein  the  question 
of  whether  New  York  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  should  provide  facilities  to  the  in¬ 
ternational  record  carriers  pursuant  to 
contract  or  pursuant  to  tariff  (see  issue 
number  six,  infra) . 

11.  In  view  of  the  nature  of  the  issues 
to  be  decided  in  this  proceeding,  we  are 
adopting  procedures  designed  to  elicit  the 
Information  we  require  in  an  efficient  and 
expeditious  manner.  Rather  than  an  oral 
trial-type  hearing,  we  will  provide  for 
three  rounds  of  submissions— comments, 
responses,  and  replies — which  will  form 
the  record.  Our  decision  will  take  into 
account,  and  be  limited  to,  materials  sub¬ 
mitted  herein  for  the  record  or  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  the  record  of  this  proceeding 
by  the  Commission.  “  Since  the  issues  are 
very  narrowly  drawn,  if  the  parties  thor¬ 
oughly  address  each  issue  in  their  writ¬ 
ten  comments,  the  Commission  expects 
to  be  able  to  reach  a  determination  on 
most  if  not  all  of  the  specified  issues.  We 
will  consider  requests  for  further  pro- 


•  Bell  System  Tariffs,  supra,  note  2. 

•  Bell  System  Tariff  Offerings,  supra,  note  4. 
“New  York  Telephone  Company  Tariff 

F.C.C.  No.  37,  supra,  note  3. 

Mwe  would  need  additional  information 
as  to  these  arrangements  before  under¬ 
taking  to  take  remedial  action.”11  RCA 
“BeU  Bystem  Tariff  Offerings,  supra,  note 
4,  at  para.  61. 

“  In  the  event  materials  not  submitted  by 
participants  are  Incorporated  Into  the  rec¬ 
ord,  notice  and  opportunity  to  comment  win 
be  provided. 


No.  135— Pt. 
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ceedings  should  Interested  persons  be¬ 
lieve  they  are  being  prejudiced  by  the 
procedures  established. 

12.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
4(1) ,  201-205,  211,  and  403  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act,  as  amended,  an  in¬ 
vestigation  and  hearing  is  hereby  in¬ 
stituted  into  the  lawfulness  of  the  above- 
mentioned  AT&T-Westem  Union  ex¬ 
change  of  facilities  contracts  and  the 
tariffs  listed  in  the  Appendix  attached 
hereto,  as  well  as  any  revisions  thereto. 

13.  It  is  further  ordered,  That,  the 
specific  issues  to  be  considered  in  this 
proceeding  shall  include,  but  not  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  :  u 

Tariff  Construction  and  Application 

1.  Whether  there  U  any  Justification  lor 
filing  two  entrance  facilities  tariffs  rather 
than  one; 

2.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
filing  three  Intercity  facilities  tariffs  rather 
than  one; 

3.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
filing  twenty-five  separate  local  distribution 
facilities  tariffs  rather  than  one; 

4.  Whether  the  entrance,  intercity  and 
local  distribution  facilities  tariffs  should  be 
combined  Into  one  tariff  of  general  applica¬ 
tion  offering  communications  facilities  to 
other  common  carriers; 

5  a.  Whether  Ohio  Bell’s  Local  Distribution 
tariff  applies  to  the  service  Carpenter  re¬ 
quests,  and  if  not,  whether  Ohio  BeU  should 
be  required  to  file  revised  tariffs  with  this 
Commission  for  the  provision  of  such  service; 

b.  Whether  United  should  be  required  to 
file  tariffs  with  this  Commission  for  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  service  Carpenter  requests; 

6.  Whether,  in  view  of  the  terms  of  any 
contracts  (oral  or  otherwise)  which  may  be 
found  to  exist  concerning  the  provision  of 
facilities  to  the  international  record  car¬ 
riers  by  New  York  Telephone  Company,  the 
Commission  should  require  that  such  facil¬ 
ities  be  furnished  pursuant  to  such  informal 
contracts  rather  than  pursuant  to  filed 
tariffs; 

7.  Whether  the  tariffs  and  tariff  revisions 
filed  by  Bell  on  May  3,  1974  comply  with 
Part  61  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  April  23,  1974  Decision  In  Bell  System 
Tariff  Offerings  of  Local  Distribution  Facili¬ 
ties  (FCC  74-457);  14 

Rates  and  Charges 

8.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
different  rate  levels  and  pricing  structures  in 
different  states; 

9.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 


“  The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter 
dated  June  25,  1974  from  AT&T,  in  which 
AT&T  states  its  intention  to  restructure  the 
facility  tariffs  of  AT&T  and  the  Bell  System 
Operating  Companies  and  to  make  numer¬ 
ous  substantive  changes,  on  August  1, 1974  to 
become  effective  on  August  2,  1974.  This 
letter,  which  describes  in  detail  all  the 
changes  contemplated,  will  be  served  by  the 
Commission  on  all  persons  filing  a  notice 
of  intention  to  participate  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  17.  All  participants  are  requested  to 
address  their  comments,  not  only  to  the 
listed  issues,  but  also  to  the  AT&T  proposals, 
as  well  as  any  other  relevant  matters. 

“Inclusion  of  this  issue  Is  without  prej¬ 
udice  to  the  Commission’s  right  to  reject,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  any  of  the  tariffs  under 
investigation  herein,  prior  to  the  issuance  of 
the  First  Report  and  Order. 


any  limitation  of  liability  due  to  Bell’s 
negligence; 

10.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
facilities  being  allowed  only  if  the  interrup¬ 
tion  lasts  two  hours  or  more; 

11.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
credits  for  Interruption  of  local  distribution 
service  being  allowed  only  if  the  interrup¬ 
tion  lasts  at  least  24  hours; 

12.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
placing  either  a  dollar  or  percentage  limits 
on  the  amount  of  facilities  that  can  be  can¬ 
celled  in  any  one  month; 

13.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
establishing  a  tariff  rate  different  from  that 
in  the  Western  Union  contracts; 

14.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
charging  twice  as  much  for  an  effective  four- 
wire  facility  as  for  a  two-wire  facility. 

Restrictions  on  Use  of  Facilities 

15.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
providing  that  facilities  may  be  denied  upon 
objection  “made  by  or  on  behalf  of  any 
governmental  authority”; 

16.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
prohibiting  the  use  of  facilities  for  admin¬ 
istrative  purposes; 

17.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
not  providing  facilities  Into  abutting  and 
nearby  exchange  areas  as  a  general  proposi¬ 
tion: 

18.  'Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
requiring  Bell’s  carrier  customers  to  file  tar¬ 
iff  provisions  setting  forth  Bell’s  minimum 
protective  criteria; 

19.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
restricting  to  one  the  number  of  cities,  or 
local  distribution  areas,  which  can  be  served 
by  means  of  a  single  earth  station; 

20.  Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
restricting  the  terminal  locations  which  will 
be  served; 

21.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
prohibiting  the  use  of  local  distribution 
facilities  for  transiting  a  local  distribution 
area: 

22.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
providing  only  voice-grade  facilities; 

23.  'Whether  there  is  any  Justification  for 
prohibiting  transmission  in  the  digital  mode 
above  75  baud; 

24.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
the  prohibition  against  using  ground  as  a 
return  path  for  a  digital  signal; 

25.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
providing  Intercity  facilities  to  a  domestic 
satellite  common  carrier  only  if  that  carrier 
maintains  a  “central  office”  in  the  city  to  be 
served; 

26.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
limiting  the  provision  of  entrance  facilities 
to  supergroup  bandwidth  and  above;  and 

27.  Whether  there  Is  any  Justification  for 
providing  that  facilities  may  be  refused 
merely  by  reasons  of  any  indebtedness  to 
Bell. 

14.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That,  with¬ 
out  any  way  limiting  the  scope  of  the 
proceeding,  it  shall  include  consideration 
of  the  following  legal  issues; 

1.  Whether  any  of  the  charges,  classifica¬ 
tions,  regulations,  and  practices  contained  in 
the  tariffs  or  contracts  are  or  wUl  be  unjust 
or  unreasonable  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  201(b)  of  the  Communications  Act; 

2.  Whether  such  tariffs  or  contracts  will 
make  an  unjust  or  unreasonable  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  wiU  subject  any  person  or  class  of 
persons  to  undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice 
or  disadvantage,  or  will  give  any  undue  or 
unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to  any 
person  or  etas*  of  persons,  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  Section  202(a)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act; 


3.  Whether  the  Commission  should  pre¬ 
scribe  Just  and  reasonable  charges,  classifi¬ 
cations,  regulations,  and  practices  to  be  here¬ 
after  followed  with  respect  to  the  service 
governed  by  such  tariffs  and  contracts  and, 
if  so,  the  charges,  classifications,  regulations, 
and  practices  that  should  be  prescribed. 

15.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  AT&T 
and  the  Bell  System  Companies  are 
hereby  named  Parties  Respondent 
herein;  and  the  United  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  of  Ohio  is  hereby  named  Party 
Respondent  herein  for  the  limited  pur¬ 
pose  and  to  the  extent  necessary  to  re¬ 
spond  to  issue  5.b.  above. 

16.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  trial 
staff  of  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau 
shall  participate  and  be  separated  both 
from  the  Commission  and  from  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge.  (See  In  re 
AT&T,  Docket  18128,  32  FCC  2d  89,  90 
(1971)) 

17.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  in¬ 
terested  persons  intending  to  participate 
herein  shall,  within  10  days  of  the  release 
of  this  order,  file  a  notice  of  intention  . 
to  participate.  The  Commission  will  then 
issue  a  Public  Notice,  stating  the  names 
of  parties  intending  to  participate 
herein.  All  comments,  responses,  replies, 
pleadings  and  other  submissions  shall  be 
served  on  the  parties  listed  in  the  Public 
Notice. 

18.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  participate  herein 
by  filing  comments,  responses,  and  re¬ 
plies  in  accordance  with  the  following 
schedule.  Comments  are  to  be  filed  within 
30  days  of  the  release  of  this  order;  re¬ 
sponses  are  to  be  filed  within  30  days  of 
the  filing  of  comments;  and  replies  are 
to  be  filed  within  15  days  of  the  filing 
of  responses.  Should  participants  believe 
that  further  proceedings,  including  oral 
hearings  are  needed  to  develop  a  suffi¬ 
cient  record  for  the  resolution  of  partic¬ 
ular  issues,  they  should  make  appropri¬ 
ate  requests  as  part  of  their  final  filing 
allowed  by  this  paragraph.  Such  re¬ 
quests  should  be  specific  as  to  the  issues 
to  be  considered,  the  nature  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  required  and  the  reasons  why 
prejudice  will  result  if  such  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  not  held. 

19.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Commission  will  issue  a  First  Report  and 
Order  and  will  designate  therein  Issues 
to  be  investigated  in  oral  hearings,  if 
and  to  the  extent  such  procedures  appear 
necessary  or  appropriate.  This  is  a  re¬ 
stricted  rulemaking  proceeding  and  any 
action  taken  by  the  Commission  will  be 
based  on  matters  submitted  for  or  in¬ 
corporated  into  the  record  in  this  Docket. 

20.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  an  orig¬ 
inal  and  14  copies  of  all  comments,  re¬ 
sponses,  replies,  pleadings  and  other 
documents  filed  herein  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

21.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
Petition  filed  by  Caipenter  is  granted  to 
the  extent  Indicated  above  and  is  other¬ 
wise  denied;  and  that  the  motions  to 
dismiss  filed  by  Ohio  Bell  and  United 
are  denied. 
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22.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pe¬ 
tition  for  reconsideration  filed  May  2, 
1974  by  RCA  Globcom  Is  denied. 

Adopted:  June  26, 1974. 

Released  July  5, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Apfbndix—  Tariff)  wndtr  tewttyaffon 


State  Carrier  Tariff 

No. 


Entrance  faculties. r;.—  A.T.  *  T  386 

P.T.AT. _ ;  123 

Intercity  facilities _ sz  A.T.  &  T _ _ -  288 

P.T.AT....; . ;  124 

Bell  operating  2 

companies. 

Local  distribution 
facilities: 

Arizona _ Mount  Bell — 88 

California _ _ _  P.T.  A  T _ — — — ;  122 

Colorado........ _ _  Mount  BeD . . ;  51 

District  of  Columbia.  O.  A  P.  Telephone  Co.  22 

Georgia _ _ _  Southern  BeD _ 63 

Illinois...;.;.--.™-  IlUnols  Bell.  _ _ _ ....  38 

Iowa.....— Northwestern  Bell...;  41 

Indiana _ —  ■  ■  -  Indiana  Bell.... — ,™  31 

Kansas  _ Southwestern  Bell _  83 

Maryland _ C.  A  P.  of  Maryland..  34 

Mictiigan _ Michigan  Bell _ _ zs  36 

Minnesota..;.™— _ Northwestern  BeD...;  43 

Missouri _ .-. _ Southwestern  Bell...;  69 

Nebraska..—... _ ...  Northwestern  Bell...;  42 

New  Jersey _ _ _ _  New  Jersey  Bell. .  31 

New  York . . . .  New  York  Telephone  37 

Co. 

North  Dakota..;;;.—  Northwestern  Bell..;;  40 

Ohio _ _ Ohio  Bell— — _ ;;  35 

Oklahoma...—™; _ Southwestern  Bell _  92 

Pennsylvania—.-  — ...  Belief  Pennsylvania-  38 

Texas _ ; _ — . ™.  Southwestern  Bell _  M 

Utah _ Mount  Bell — . -  66 

Virginia....—..;™..  C.A  P.  of  Virginia...;  38 

Wisconsin _ — Wlsoonsln  Telephone  33 

Co. 

AU  other  states...;;.;  Bell  operating  1 

companies. 


[PR  Doc.74-16867  Piled  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 


[FCC  74-718] 

STATE  EDUCATIONAL  TELEVISION 
AUTHORITIES 

Ust  for  Purposes  of  Cable  Television  Rules 
July  8,  1974. 

Section  76.13  (a)(6),  (b)(6),  and 
(c)  (4)  of  the  Commission’s  cable  televi¬ 
sion  rules  require  that  specified  Informa¬ 
tion  In  all  applications  for  certificates  of 
compliance  be  served  on  "any  local  or 
state  educational  television  authorities.’* 

In  the  absence  of  a  recognized  list  of 
state  educational  television  authorities, 
there  has  been  much  uncertainty  con¬ 
cerning  which  states  have  such  authori¬ 
ties  and  where  they  are  located. 

The  Commission  has  established  a  list 
of  such  state  educational  agencies,  com¬ 
piled  from  Information  supplied  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  the  National  Association  of  Edu¬ 
cational  Broadcasters,  and  the  state 
agencies  themselves.  This  list  does  not 
Include  any  local  or  county  educational 
authorities.  The  Commission  hereby 
adopts  this  list,  a  copy  of  which  Is  at¬ 
tached,  and  any  revisions  thereof,  as  Its 
official  list  of  state  educational  television 
authorities  for  purposes  of  the  cable  tele¬ 
vision  rules,  In  order  to  eliminate  the  un¬ 
certainties  described  above. 


In  order  to  allow  time  for  this  list  to 
be  publicized,  and  to  avoid  confusion  In 
the  processing  of  pending  applications  for 
certificates  of  compliance,  the  Ust  will 
become  effective  on  August  1,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

State  Educational  Television  Authorities 

ALABAMA 

General  Manager 
Alabama  ETV  Commission 
3101  Magnolia  Avenue 
Birmingham,  Alabama  36206 

ALASKA 

Executive  Director 

Alaska  Educational  Broadcasting  Commis¬ 
sion 

808  Q  Street, 

Anchorage,  Alaska  09501 

ARIZONA 

Arizona  Board  of  Regents 
e/o  Educational  TV  Stations 
1636  West  Jefferson,  Suite  121 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85007 

ARKANSAS 

Director 

Arkansas  ETV  Commission 
860  South  Donaghey  Street 
Conway,  Arkansas  72032 

CALIFORNIA 

Assistant  Chief 

Department  of  General  Services 
Communications  Division 
2025  19th  Street 
Sacramento,  California  96818 

CONNECTICUT 

President  &  General  Manager 
Connecticut  Public  Television 
24  Summit  Street 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06106 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

President 

Greater  Washington  Educational  Telecom¬ 
munications  Association,  inc- 
3620  27th  Street,  South 
Arlington,  Virginia  22206 

FLORIDA 

ETV  Director 

State  Department  of  Education 
Avant  Building 
Tallahassee,  Florida  32304 

GEORGIA 

Executive  Director 
Georgia  ETV  Network 
1540  Stewart  Avenue,  S.W. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30310 

HAWAII 

Hawaii  Public  Television  Authority 
2350  Dole  Street 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96822 

IDAHO 

Chairman 

State  Educational  TV  and  Radio  Board 
Len  B.  Jordan  Building 
State  Capitol  Complex 
Boise,  Idaho  83720 

ILLINOIS 

Director,  ETV/ITV 

Office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction 


1  Action  by  the  Commission  July  2,  1974. 
Commissioners  Wiley  (Chairman) ,  Lee,  Reid, 
Hooks  and  Quello. 


825  South  Fifth  Street 
Springfield,  Illinois  62706 

INDIANA 

Executive  Director 
Indiana  Higher  Education 
Telecommunications  System 
1100  West  Michigan  Street 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46202 

IOWA 

Director 

Iowa  Educational  Broadcasting  Network 
Box  1768 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  60306 

KANSAS 

Executive  Director,  Public  Television  Com¬ 
mission 

Kansas  State  Capital 
635  Kansas  Avenue 
Topeka,  Kansas  66063 

KENTUCKY 

Executive  Director 
Kentucky  Authority  for  ETV 
600  Cooper  Drive 
Lexington,  Kentucky  40602 

LOUISIANA 

Executive  Director 
Louisiana  ETV  Authority 
Box  44064 

Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70804 
MAINE 

General  Manager 

Mains  Public  Broadcasting  Network 
Alumni  Hall,  University  of  Maine 
Orono,  Maine  04473 

MARYLAND 

Executive  Director 

Maryland  Center  for  Public  Broadcasting 

Bonita  Avenue 

Owings  Mills,  Maryland  21117 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Executive  Director 

Massachusetts  Executive  Committee  for  ETV 

56  A  Chapel  Street 

Newton,  Massachusetts  02160 

MICHIGAN 

State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction 
Department  of  Education 
Box  420 

Lansing,  Michigan  48902 

MINNESOTTA 

Executive  Secretary 

Minnesota  State  Educational  Television 
Network 

1640  Como  Avenue 
St.  Paul,  Minensota  55108 

MISSISSIPPI 

Executive  Director 
Mississippi  Authority  for  ETV 
P.O.  Drawer  1101 
Jackson,  Mississippi  39205 

MISSOURI 

Secretary,  Instructional  Television  Council 
State  Department  of  Education 
P.O.  Box  480 

Jefferson  City,  Missouri  65101 
MONTANA 

Chairman,  Educational  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
mission 
Box  A 

Bozeman,  Montana  59715 

NEBRASKA 

General  Manager 
Nebraska  ETV  Commission 
P.O.  Box  83111 
Lincoln,  Nebraska  68501 
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NEVADA 

Executive  Director 

Nevada  Educational  Communications  Com¬ 
mission 

Carson  City,  Nevada  89701 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Manager 

New  Hampshire  ETV  Network 
Box  Z 

Durham,  New  Hampshire  03824 

NEW  JERSET 

Executive  Director 

New  Jersey  Public  Broadcasting  Authority 
1573  Parkside  Avenue 
Trenton,  New  Jersey  08638 

NEW  MEXICO 

Director 

Governor’s  Commission  on  Statewide  Tele¬ 
vision  for  Educational  Purposes 
e/o  Board  of  Educational  Finance 
201  Legislative  Building 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501 

NEW  YORK 

Chief 

Bureau  of  Mass  Communications 
State  Education  Department 
Albany,  New  York  12224 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Director  of  ETV 

University  of  North  Carolina  Network 
Chapel  Hill,  North  Carolina  27614 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Chairman 

North  Dakota  Educational  Broadcasting 
Council 
P.O.  Box  2926 
4000  West  Main  Street 
Fargo,  North  Dakota  58102 

OHIO 

Executive  Director 
Ohio  ETV  Network 
2470  North  Star  Road 
Columbus,  Ohio  43221 

OKLAHOMA 

Director 

Oklahoma  ETV  Authority 
1700  Asp  Street 
Norman,  Oklahoma  73069 

OREGON 

Director 

Oregon  Educational  and  Public  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Service 
P.O.  Box  1097 
Portland.  Oregon  97207 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Executive  Director 

Pennsylvania  Public  Television  Network 
169  West  Chocolate  Avenue 
Hershey,  Pennsylvania  17033 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Chairman 

Board  of  Regents  for  Education 
State  of  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Plan¬ 
tations 

199  Promenade  Street 
Providence,  Rhode  Island 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

President 

South  Carolina  ETV  Commission 
P.O.  Drawer  L 
2712  Millwood  Avenue 
Columbia,  South  Carolina  29205 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Executive  Director 

State  Board  of  Directors  of  Educational  Tele¬ 
vision 

310  East  Clark  Street 
Vermillion,  South  Dakota  67089 


TENNESSEE 

Director 

Educational  Television  and  Radio 
136A  Cordell  Hull  Building 
Nashville.  Tennessee  37219 

TEXAS 

President  and  General  Manager 
S.W.  Texas  ETV  Council 
P.O.  Box  7158 
Austin,  Texas  78712 

UTAH 

Coordinator,  Statewide  Television 
Utah  State  Board  of  Regents — Commission 
on  Higher  Education 
1201  University  Club  Building 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111 

VERMONT 

Dean  of  Continuing  Education 
Vermont  Educational  Television  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Council 
University  of  Vermont 
Grasse  Mount 
Burlington,  Vermont  05401 

VIRGINIA 

Director 

Virginia  Public  Telecommunications  Council 
902  9th  Street  Office  Building 
Richmond,  Virginia  23219 

WASHINGTON 

Chairman 

Washington  State  ETV  Commission 
6415  Beach  Drive,  8.W. 

Seattle,  Washington  98136 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Executive  Secretary 

West  Virginia  Educational  Broadcasting  Au¬ 
thority 

Suite  B,  424  State  Capitol 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  25305 

WISCONSIN 

Executive  Director 
Educational  Communications  Board 
732  North  Midvale  Boulevard 
Madison,  Wisconsin  53706 

(FR  Doc.74-16010  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificates  Revoked 

Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is  here¬ 
by  given  with  respect  to  Certificates  of 
Financial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollution) 
which  had  been  issued  by  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  covering  the  be¬ 
low  Indicated  vessels,  pursuant  to  Part 
542  of  Title  46  CFR  and  section  311  (p) 
(1)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  as  amended. 

Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

01034 Graff -Wang  &  Evjen:  Seatern. 

01063 ...  E.  B.  Aaby’s  Rederl  A/S:  Balto. 

01069 _  Oglebay  Norton  Co.:  James  David - 

son. 

01087 Dampskibsselskabet  Torm  A/S: 

Alice  Torm.  Aslaug,  Estrid ,  Gerd, 
Gunhild  Torm,  Gyda,  Kristina , 
Ranghild,  Thyra  Torm. 

01125-.-  N.V.  UbemS.A.  (Union  Beige  d’En- 
terprises  Maritimes) :  Tielrode. 
01245 —  Etlert  Lund’s  Rederl  A/S:  Liti- 
anne. 

01306—  Shaw  Savlll  Sc  Albion  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Suevic. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner  /operator  and  vessels 

01318...  Aug.  Bolten,  Wm.  Miller’s  Nach- 
folger:  Mar  gore  the  Bolten. 

01442 —  Booth  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.:  Cris¬ 
pin. 

01430—  Tankers,  Ltd.:  Athelchief. 

01463 _  Alden  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Varna. 

01466 _  Scottish  Ship  Management,  Ltd.: 

Cape  Franklin. 

01731 _  Maridolo  Navegacion  S.A.  Panama: 

Aristillos. 

01761 _  Union  Steam  Ship  Company  of 

New  Zealand,  Ltd.:  Tarawera, 
Tofua. 

01785 _  Good  Wind  Steamship  Corp.: 

Cleanthes. 

01829 —  Bayamon  Tankers  Corp.:  Jasper. 

01830 _  Car  don  Tankers  Corp.:  Topaz. 

01832 —  Aruba  Tankers  Corp.  Garnet. 

01966 —  Marcentlnela  Cla.  Nav.  S.A.  of  Pan¬ 
ama:  Sir  Frederick. 

02198 —  Peninsular  &  Oriental  Steam  Navi¬ 
gation:  Hinakura. 

02866...  MD  Shipping  Corp.:  Rosario. 

02966 _  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.:  JN-102. 

03068 — .  Amoco  Oil  Co.:  Amoco  2,  Amoco  4. 

03087 —  Atlantic  Far  East  Lines,  Inc.:  Ori¬ 
ental  Pearl. 

03114 —  Soberano  Delmar  Navegacion  S.A. 
Pantuna:  Aristagelos. 

03120 —  Naves  Trans oceanlcaa  Armadora 
S.A.:  Aristokratis. 

03324...  Companla  de  Navegacion  Penelope 
S.A.:  Michael  B. 

03347 —  Pacific  Shipping  &  Enterprises 
Corp.,  Ltd.,  SA.:  San  Roberto. 

03348...  Java  International  Corp.:  East 
Breeze. 

03447...  K.  K.  Kyokuyo:  Akitsu  Maru  No.  7, 
Chiyoda  Maru  No.  5,  Kyokusan 
Mam. 

03592 _  Tank  Barge  24,  Inc.:  Barge  24. 

03670 _  Overseas  Tankers,  Inc.:  Nebo. 

04007 _  Egon  Oldendorff:  Klaus  Olden- 

dor  ff. 

04350 _  Ocean  Freighters  Corp.:  Leonidas 

D. 

04357...  Koninklljke  Nedlloyd  N.V.:  Olde- 
kerk,  Ommenkerk,  Oostkerk. 

04567 _  Ken  Hieng  Navigation  (Panama) 

Corp.,  S.A.:  Kensei. 

04844 _  Dampfschiffahrts  -  Gesellschaft 

“Neptune”:  Alphagas,  Betagas, 
Gammagas,  Minerva,  Prospekta. 

04871—  Taishlp  Co,  Ltd.:  Delwind. 

05035 _  Floritaram  Companla  Navlera, 

S.A.:  Florita. 

05116 _  Marlnero  Venturoeo  Navegacion 

S.A.:  Amalia  Coloctroni. 

05383 _  Lineas  Pinillos:  Lago  Negro. 

05679 _  Black  Sea  Shipping  Co.:  Andre j 

Lavrov,  Romain  Rolan. 

05747 _  Point  Adams  Packing  Co.:  North- 

gate. 

05896 _  A/S  Tans-Kosan:  Hanne  Thol- 

strup. 

05901 _  Saint  John  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Skipper. 

06353...  International  Caribbean  Shipping, 
Inc.,  S.A. :  Portland. 

06425 _  Mainland  Shipping  Co.:  Tripoli. 

Panama:  Nordmark. 

06425 _  Mainland  Shipping  Co.:  Thipoli. 

06683...  Liberty  Maritime  Corp.:  Winona. 

06740 _  Antares  Ocean  Transport,  Ltd.: 

Maraki. 

06775. Whltco  (Marine  Services),  Ltd.: 
Lapland. 

06918 _  CampbeU  Logging  and  Construc¬ 

tion  Co.:  KP10. 

07015 _  Argosy  Ventures,  Ltd.:  Strona. 

07339—  Tsounls  Shipping,  Ltd.:  Ariadne. 

07350 _  Eratlnl  Companla  Navlera  BA 

Panama:  Tolofon. 
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No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

07381 _  Kaliana  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.,  Nico¬ 

sia:  Lydia  P. 

07463 _  Gulf  Marine  and  Services  Co., 

Ltd.:  Gulf  Rey. 

07620 _  Newport  Shipping  Co.:  Mardina 

Exporter. 

07699 _  Partenreederei  M/T  "Frisia’’: 

Multitank  Frisia. 

07963 —  Romeo  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.:  Vi- 
viana. 

08026 —  Compania  Maritima  Lounlno  S.A.: 

Nea  Tihi. 

08207 —  Bibby  Tankers,  Ltd.:  Coventry 
City. 

08344 —  Hammerton  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.: 

Cape  Charles. 

08746 _  N.  V.  Bocimar :  Eeklo. 

08808 _  Partenreederei  M/T  "Multitank 

Holsatia”:  Multitank  Holsatia. 

08833 _  General  Metals  of  Tacoma,  Inc.: 

French. 

08893 _  Compania  Universal  Naviera  S.A.: 

Tropical  Hibiscus. 

09169 _  Zapata  Ocean  Resources,  Inc.: 

City  of  Lisboa. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16052  Filed  7-11-74.8:45  am] 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificates  Issued 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  vessel  owners  and  or  operators  have 
established  evidence  of  financial  respon¬ 
sibility,  with  respect  to  the  vessels  indi¬ 
cated,  as  required  by  section  311  (p)  (1)  of 
the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act, 
and  have  been  issued  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  Certificates  of  Financial  Re¬ 
sponsibility  (Oil  Pollution)  pursuant  to 
Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR. 

Certificate 

No.  Owner  operator  and  vessels 

01028 _  Flensburger  Schiffsparten-Ver- 

einigung  AG:  Stern  Saturn. 
01033 _  Britain  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.:  Ca¬ 

nadian  Bridge. 

01089 _  Union  Industrielle  et  Maritime: 

Laurentine,  Roseline. 

01123 _  Hemisphere  Transportation  Corp.: 

Los  Angeles  Getty. 

01330 _  Shell  Tankers  (U.K.),  Ltd.:  Lem- 

bulus,  Lotorium. 

01337 _  Marfin  Management  Trust  (Reg.): 

Jurko  Topic. 

01641 _  The  Bank  Line,  Ltd.:  Beaverbank. 

01714 _  Elios  S.P.A. — Palermo:  Elios. 

01891 _  Canal  Brage  Co.,  Inc.:  CBC  513, 

CBC  514,  CBC  515,  CBC  516. 

01893 _  Silver  Line,  Ltd. :  Silver  Erik. 

01904 _  Waterman  Steamship  Corp.: 

Stonewall  Jackson. 

02038 _  Polskie  Linie  Oceaniczne:  Bronis¬ 

law  Lachoicicz. 

02330 _  Oriental  Shipping  Corp.:  Asia 

Bravery,  Asia  Heron. 

02367 _  Canadian  Pacific  (Bermuda) ,  Ltd.: 

W.  M.  Neal. 

02877 _  Nippon  Yusen  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

World  Diplomat. 

02930 _  Compania  Sud-Americana  de  Va- 

pores:  Lircay. 

02982 _  The  Shipping  Corp.  of  India,  Ltd.: 

Abul  Kalam  Azad,  Vishua  Mad¬ 
huri,  Rejendra  Prasad. 

03047 _  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.: 

Hollywood  1003. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

03067...  Vickers  Towing  Co.,  Inc.:  Gover¬ 
nor,  Grace,  Tracy,  George. 

03315 _  Afran  Transport  Co.:  Korea  Gal¬ 

axy. 

03878 _  Ingram  Barge  Co.:  JNS  4000. 

03883 _  Ohio  Barge  Line,  Inc.:  ETT  120, 

ETT  122,  ETT  123. 

04283 _  Gulf  of  Georgia  Towing  Co.,  Ltd.: 

GofG  700. 

04469 _  Choshomaru  Gyogyo  Kabushiki 

Kaisha:  Choshomaru  No.  21. 

04488...  Fukuju  Kigyo  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 
Fukuyoshi  Maru. 

04601. _ American  Tunaboat  Association: 

Christina  C. 

04770 _  Texaco  Panama,  Inc.:  Texaco  Han¬ 

over. 

04938 _  Newstar  Shipping  Co.:  Okay. 

05098 _  Esso  Tankers,  Inc.:  Esso  Hono¬ 

lulu. 

05123 _  Kinkai  Yusen  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Nitto  Maru. 

05197 _  Stravelakis  Bros.,  Ltd.:  Toxotis. 

05208 _  Gaelic  Tugboat  Co.:  Marine 

Fueler. 

05223 _  Atlas  Maritime  S.A.:  Zonda. 

05307...  Nauru  Local  Government  Council 
Shipping  Agency:  Kolle  D,  Cen- 
pac  Rounder,  Tryphena. 

05549 _  Polska  Zegluga  Morska:  General 

Bern. 

06012. _.  Tensei  Kisen  K.K.:  Tenkei  Maru 
No. 2. 

06077 _  Shinwa  Shosen  K.K.:  Kaki  Maru 

No.  3. 

06147 _  Woods  Hole,  Martha's  Vineyard  & 

Nantucket  Steamship  Author¬ 
ity:  Naushon. 

06425 _  Mainland  Shipping  Co.:  Destiny. 

06460 _  Chemtech  Leasing,  Inc.:  CT-200, 

CT—300. 

06496 _  Whaling  City  Dredge  &  Dock 

Corp.:  Hughes  Barge  No.  51, 
Hughes  Barge  No.  53,  Spinello 
Barge  No.  366. 

06549 _  Compagnie  Marocaine  de  Naviga¬ 

tion:  Tizi  M’Lil. 

06885 _  Bewa  Line  A/S:  Nina  Bewa. 

06906 _  Directia  Navigatiei  Maritime  Nav- 

rom:  Muntenia. 

07624...  Josef  Roth-Reederei:  Gabriele 

Kogel. 

07708 _  Remolino  Naviera  S.A.:  Eastern 

Joy. 

07743 _  Yangming  Marine  Transport 

Corp.:  Ming  Belle. 

07843 _  Northland  Marine  Lines,  Inc.:  ZB 

Fontana. 

07904 _  Kabushiki  Kaisha  Koyo  Gyogyo: 

Koyomaru  No.  27. 

M-06946  Bath  Iron  Works  Corp.:  Vessels 

not  over  30,000  gross  tons. 

08366 _  Pesquerias  Espanolas  de  Bacalao, 

S.A.:  Brincador,  Cernello,  Esguio, 
Dianteiro. 

08457 _  Louisiana  Towboat  Co.,  Inc.:  Mr. 

Lawrence. 

08633 _  Margate  Shipping  Company: 

Cherry  Valley. 

08937 _  Negocios  Del  Mar  S.A.:  Antares. 

09002 _  Commercial  Transport  Corp.: 

Chem  306,  Chem  403,  Chem  404, 
Chem  405,  Chem  500. 

09010...  Kilo  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Klio. 

09031...  Union  Mechling  Corp.:  Bob  Fuqua, 

Daniel  Webster,  Redbird,  Craig 
M,  Lynn  B,  Roy  Mechling,  Sarah 
Elizabeth,  Northern,  Peace,  East¬ 
ern,  Western,  Goldfinch,  Mari¬ 
ner,  Navigator,  325,  342,  344, 
345,  349,  354,  357,  358,  359,  360, 
362,  363,  364,  365,  601,  602,  603, 
604,  605,  901,  902,  903,  904,  90S, 
BC-226,  BC-227,  CC-20S,  CC-206. 
APC-2617,  BC-110,  1C -15,  933, 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

834,  935,  936,  4630,  4631,  944. 
945,  946,  947,  948,  949,  950,  951, 
952,  953,  915,  916,  917,  918,  919. 
920,  921,  922,  Ellis  1301,  Ellis 
1302,  923,  924,  925,  926,  927,  928, 
929,  930,  931,  932,  941,  942,  943. 
912,  913,  914,  906,  907,  908,  909. 
910,  911,  937,  938,  939,  940,  2601. 
2602,  2603,  2604,  2605,  2606, 

2607,  2608,  2609,  2610,  Ellis  1303, 
385,  386,  387,  388,  389,  390,  4903, 
4904,  4905,  4906,  4602,  4930, 

4907,  4931,  4902,  4601,  4901, 

VMC  Landing  Boat  FMC-No.  1. 

09063 _  Sun  Overseas  Transport,  Ltd.:  At¬ 

lantic  Sun. 

09093 _  Temple  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd  :  Tem¬ 

ple  Inn. 

09105 _  Agratfa  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Atreus. 

09119 Summersea  Maritime  Corp.:  Leo¬ 
nidas. 

09124 Asiatic  Intermodal  Seabridge  S.A.: 

Lucky,  Ashtabula. 

09136 _  Port  Tewfik  Shipping,  Inc.:  Evel- 

pidis  Era. 

09141 _  Far -East  Scientific  Research  Hy¬ 

drometeorological  Institute:  Ak- 
ademik  Korolev,  Ocean,  Volna, 
Priboy. 

09142 _  Akianna  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.:  Aki- 

anna. 

09145 _  Argonaut  Marine,  Inc.,  Panama 

R. P.:  Regal  Scout. 

09146 _  Western  Marine  Construction, 

Inc.:  ZB  13. 

09153 _  Nedon  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd. :  Nedon . 

09155 _  Vulcanus  Shipping  Co.  (PTE), 

Ltd.:  Vulcanus. 

09156 _  Smego  Marine  Transport.  Inc.: 

SMT—102,  SMT-101,  SMT-103. 
SMT-104. 

09157 _  Sparta  Towing  Co.,  Inc.:  Ann 

Elizabeth. 

09158 —  CIA  Mandarin  de  Navegacion  S.A.: 
Azuma. 

09159 _  Sequoia  Corp.:  Clear  Lake  and 

Echo  Lake. 

09160 — Tricampion  Compania  Naviera  S.A. 

of  Panama:  Anna  Dracopoulos. 
09161 _  Astrocielo  Neptunea  Armadora 

S. A.:  Aegean  Sun. 

09163 —  Conning  Maritime  Co.,  Ltd.:  Lady 
Salla. 

09164 _  Aouanave,  C.A.:  Aquanave  I. 

09166 —  Seaway  Co.  of  Catalina:  Islander. 
09167-..  Westhampton  Navigation  Corp.: 
Elarkadia. 

09169 _  Zapata  Ocean  Resources,  Inc.: 

Anna  Maria,  Calypso,  City  of  Lis¬ 
bon,  Jacqueline  A,  Mary  Eliza¬ 
beth,  Rosa  Olivia,  Conquistador, 
Blue  Pacific,  City  of  Panama. 
09170 —  State  Shipping  Corp.:  Garden 
State. 

09171 —  Garden  Star  Shipping,  Ltd.:  Gar¬ 
den  Star. 

09178 _  Tradax  Export  S.A.:  Carbreeze. 

09183 _  Priscilla  Co.,  S.A.  of  Panama: 

Patricia. 

09184 —  Kyriakou  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Athenian  Star. 

09185 —  Cylanco  S.A.:  Punta  del  Este. 
09187 —  Herring  Maritime  S.A.:  Ginkgo. 

09188 _  Overseas  Transport  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Sanko  Robin. 

09190 _  Suncot  Shipping,  Inc.:  Eastern 

Jupiter. 

09192 —  Orion  Steamship  Co.,  S.A.:  Dia¬ 
mond  Eagle. 

09195 _  Moontide  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.: 

Tactic. 

09197 —  Archipelago  Marine,  Ltd.:  Thera. 

09198 _  Caribbean  Sea  Carriers,  Ltd.: 

Evgenia  G. 

09200 —  Rederikommanditselskabet  Merc 
Scandia  IX:  Mercandian  Sea. 
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09205 _  Truss  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Santa 

Trinidad,  Santa  Martina. 

09208 _  Partrederlet  for  M/S  Malmland: 

Malmland. 

09210 _  Compania  Venetloo  de  Nav.  SA.: 

Dimitris  L.F. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16053  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


SEATRAIN  LINES,  INC.,  AND 

JOHNSON  LINE 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  August  1,  1974. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Howard  A.  Levy,  Esquire 
Suite  631 
17  Battery  Place 
New  York,  New  York  10004 

Agreement  No.  10136  between  the 
above  named  carriers  provides  that  (1) 
Johnson  Line  shall  on  a  space  available 
basis  slot-charter  to  Seatrain  on  each 
of  its  sailings  such  container  carrying 
capacity  as  the  latter  may  request  and 
the  former  may  confirm  in  terms  of 
twenty-foot  equivalent  units  and  (2)  the 
parties  may  Interchange  their  empty 
containers  and/or  related  equipment  as 
circumstances  and  conditions  may  re¬ 
quire  In  the  trade  from  the  U.S.  Pacific 
Coast  to  North  Europe. 


By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission- 

Dated:  July  9,  1974. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16054  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-4904,  et  cl.] 

AMOCO  PRODUCTION  CO.  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Petitions 
To  Amend  Certificates 1 

July  1,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  applicants 
listed  herein  has  filed  an  application  or 
petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to  sell 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  or  to 
abandon  service  as  described  herein,  all 
as  more  fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  and  amendments  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  July  26, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com- 


lrrhis  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  cov¬ 
ered  herein. 


mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all  ap¬ 
plications  in  which  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  or  the  authorization  for 
the  proposed  abandonment  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
and  date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser  and  location 


Price  Pressure 
per  Me/  base 


G-4904. . Amoco  Production  Co.  (successor  to 

E  6-19-74  W.E.  Bakke),  Security  Life  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

G-4904. .  Atnoco  Production  Co.  (successor  to 

E  6-24-74  Jean  L.  I,ee  and  Henry  W.  Sebesta, 
Jr.). 

G-4904 . Amoco  Production  Co.  (successor  to 

E  6-24-74  Herbert  L.  Dillon,  Jr.,  a.k.a.  Her¬ 
bert  Lowell  Dillon,  Jr.). 

G-4904 . Amoco  Production  Co.  (successor  to 

E  6-24-74  John  H.  Sowell,  Jr.,  and  the  Alamo 
National  Bank  of  San  Antonio,  co¬ 
in  dependent  executors  of  the  estate 
and  co-trustees  under  the  will  of 
Thomas  J.  Goad,  a.k.a.  T.  J.  Goad, 
deceased. 

G-4904 . Amoco  Production  Co.  (successor  to 

E  6-19-74  Georgia  Rudd). 

CT64-1392 . Monsanto  Co.,  1300  Post  Oak  Tower, 

D  6-19-74  5051  Westheimer,  Houston,  Tex. 

77027. 

C 170-691 . Glen  Humphrey,  d.b.a.  B  A  T  Ofl 

D  6-24-74  Co.,  Box  6121,  Corpus  Christ!,  Tex. 
78411. 

CI74-721 . Mobil  Oil  Oorp.,  3  Greenway  Plaxa 

B  6-14-24  *  East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex.  77046. 

C 174-722  ......do . _ ..... .: 

B  6-14-74 « 

CI74-723 _ Mobil  Oil  Corp _ _ _ _ 

B  6-14-74  • 

C 174-724  Helmerlch  A  Payne,  Inc.  (successor  to 
(CI61-737)  8hell  Oil  Co.),  1579  East  21st  St, 
F  6-17-74  Tulsa,  Okla.  74114. 


Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Hugoton  1  13. 50325 
Field,  Kearny,  Haskell,  Morton, 
and  Finney  Counties,  Kans. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Hugoton  «  13. 50325 
Field,  Finney,  Kearny,  and  Haskell 
Counties,  Kans. 

. do . »  13.  50325 


Cities  8ervlce  Oas  Co.,  Hugoton  1  13. 50325 
Field,  Kearny,  Haskell,  Morton,  and 
Finney  Counties,  Kans. 


14.65 

14.66 
14.65 

14.65 

14.66 


Cities  Service  Oas  Co.,  Hugoton  *  13. 50325 
Field,  Finney,  Kearny,  and  Haskell 
Counties,  Kans. 

Lone  Star  Oas  Co.,  North  Freeny  Uneco-  - 

Field,  McClain  County,  Okla.  nomical 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  Agua  Duloe  Depleted 
Field,  Nueces  County,  Tex. 

Signal  Oil  A  Gas  Co..  Hoover  Field,  Depleted  .-n.v; 
Garvin  County,  Okla. 

Signal  OH  A  Gas  Co.,  Ayleeworth  Depleted  ass^ 
Field,  MarhsaU  County,  Okla. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bpraberry 
Field,  Midland  County,  Tex. 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  Oreo- 
Flowers  Field,  Roberts  County, 

Tex. 


Depleted 

'  29.  It 
<29.21 


14.73 


Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B — Abandonment.  * 

C — Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 

E— Succession. 

F— Partial  succession. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table; 

>  Subject  to  downward  Btu  adjustment  and  Includes  0.00326  cents  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement; 
1  Abandonment  of  a  percentagatype  sale. 

•  Rate  for  gas  on  the  North  tract  and  Includes  3.03  cents  per  Mcf  upward  Btu  i 

*  Rate  for  gas  on  the  South  tract  nd  Includes  S-09  cents  per  Mcf  upward  Btu  i 

[FR  Doc.74-15653  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 43  am] 
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[Docket  No.  RI74-1771 

ESTATE  OF  A.  O.  PHILLIPS 

Order  Setting  Date  for  Prehearing 
Conference 

July  3,  1974. 

On  March  15,  1974,  Estate  of  A.  O. 
Phillips  (Phillips)  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act1  and  Section  2.76  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Policy  Interpretations* 
requesting  relief  from  its  contract  rate 
of  17.6  cents  per  Mcf  with  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  pursuant  to  the  February  6,  1974, 
amendment  to  the  base  April  18,  1955, 
contract. 

The  currently  effective  rate  of  17.6 
cents  per  Mcf  is  authorized  under  the 
small  producer  certificate  issued  to  Phil¬ 
lips  on  November  29,  1971,  in  Docket  No. 
CS71-1052.  Phillips  proposes  to  rework 
two  wells  in  the  Englehart  Field,  Colo¬ 
rado  County,  Texas  in  order  to  produce 
an  additional  estimated  1.2  Bcf  of  gas 
and  9000  barrels  of  liquids.  The  re¬ 
quested  rate  is  45  cents  per  Mcf.  The 
1955  contract  expires  of  its  own  terms  in 
March  of  1975. 

Notice  of  the  application  was  issued 
on  March  26,  1974  and  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  2,  1974  at  39 
FR  12065.  No  petition  to  intervene  or 
protest  has  been  filed  in  this  proceeding. 

An  examination  of  the  petition  and 
the  data  in  support  thereof  raises  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  there  is  sufficient  basis 
for  us  to  find  that  the  proposed  rate  is 
just  and  reasonable.  Therefore,  we  deem 
it  necessary  that  a  hearing  be  held  in 
this  matter  to  determine  what  relief,  if 
any,  should  be  granted  under  5  2.76. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record,  when 
completed,  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  should  enter  findings  as  to  the  just 
and  reasonable  rate  level  to  be  applied  to 
Phillip’s  sales  to  Texas  Eastern  from  the 
subject  wells,  if  he  determines  that  the 
existing  area  rate  does  not  permit  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  available  reserves.  We 
so  require  because  we  do  not  perceive 


•  16  US.C.  I  717,  et  seq. 

*  “Order  Promulgating  Policy  With  Respect 
To  Sales  Where  Reduced  Pressures,  Need  For 
Reconditioning,  Deeper  Drilling,  Or  Other 
Factors  Make  Further  Production  Uneco¬ 
nomical  At  Existing  Prices,”  Order  No.  481, 
Docket  No.  R-458,  49  FPC  992  (Issued  April 
12,  1973),  18  CFR  §  2.76. 


mat  Phillips  petition  should  be  viewed 
as  proposing  a  choice  between  a  45.0 
cents  per  Mcf  rate  and  the  current  con¬ 
tract  rate;  rather  we  view  the  petition 
as  one  seeking  the  determination  of  that 
rate,  up  to  and  including  the  proposed 
contractual  maximum,  which  is  just  and 
reasonable  under  the  circumstances. 

The  Commission  finds: 

It  is  necessary  and  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  that  the  above-docketed  proceed¬ 
ing  be  set  for  hearing. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  concerning  the  issues  presented 
herein. 

(B)  On  or  before  July  16,  1974,  Phillip 
shall  file  its  direct  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  in  support  of  its  petition.  All  testi¬ 
mony  and  evidence  filed  herein  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  Commission  Staff,  and  all 
other  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

(C)  On  July  24,  1974,  a  prehearing 
conference  shall  be  held  in  accordance 
with  §  1.18  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  to  resolve  the  issues  herein  in 


a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  at  10  a.m. 

<D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
shall  convene  the  prehearing  conference 
in  the  proceeding. 

(E)  The  Administrative  Law  Judge 
may  in  his  discretion  grant  recesses  from 
time  to  time  if  he  deems  a  settlement  or 
submission  of  the  issues  upon  stipulated 
facts  to  be  possible.  If  no  stipulation  or 
settlement  can  be  reached  by  the  parties 
hereto  after  reasonable  time  and  provi¬ 
sions  has  been  made  for  the  same,  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  shall 
establish  the  time  for  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  hearing  and  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided. 

By  the  Commission.* 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


1  Commissioner  Moody,  specially  concur¬ 
ring,  filed  a  separate  statement  filed  as  part 
of  the  original  document. 


Appendix  A 

Estate  of  A.  O.  Phillips,  et  al. 
Docket  No.  RI74-177 
Frederickson  Lease 

Englehart  Field,  Colorado  County,  Texas 
Computation  of  Cost  of  Gas 


Line  Total  cost 

No.  Description  Volumes  over  future 

.  .Life 

<*)  (b)  (c) 


1  Total  Interest  volumes: 

2  Gas,  thousand  cubic  feet . . . . . . ;  200, 000 

.  3  Natural  gas  liquids,  barrels _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ’  o 


4  Investment . . . 

5  Operating  expense . 

6  Return  on  investment . 

7  Return  on  working  capital  at  15  percent. 

8  Liquid  revenue  credit . 

9  Regulatory  expense . . . 


10  Subtotal  (lines  4  through  9). 

11  Royalty  at  30.468751  percent..*.. 

12  Production  tax  at  7.5  percent _ 

13  Ad  valorem  tax  at  0.5  percent _ 


14  Total  (lines  10  through  13). 


15  Unit  cost  of  gas  (cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet) 


SOURCES 

Line  2:  Petitioner’s  Apr.  26,  1974,  reply  to  Commission  Secretary’s  fetter  of  Apr.  2, 1J74.  Future  productive  life 
for  this  property  is  estimated  at  2  yr. 

Line  3:  Same  source  as  line  2.  Petitioner  Indicates  there  win  be  no  gas  Squids  recovered  from  this  lease. 

Line  4.  Same  source  as  line  2.  Petitioner  indicates  there  will  be  no  future  investment  on  this  Wo*  Remain! rw 
book  value  of  assets  on  this  lease  is  xero. 

line  6:  Same  source  as  line  2  and  telephone  conversation  with  R.  W.  Mussina,  Manager.  $10 137  (operating 
expense  per  year)X2  yr  (future  productive  life)  +3946  (reperforating) -$21 ,219. 
line  7:  H  XI21 ,219  (line  5)  X15% =$398. 
line  9:  0.2tf/Mcf  (opinion  No.  662)X200,000  Mcf  (Une  2)  =$400. 
line  11:  Royalty  percentage  from  same  source  as  Une  2. 

Line  12:  Texas  rate  of  production  tax. 

Line  13:  Based  on  data  from  same  source  as  llpe  2. 
line  15:  $34,418  (line  14)^200,000  Mcf  (Une  2) =17. 21  (/Mcf. 


$21,219 
‘398 
‘400 


22,017 

9,648 

2,581 

172 


34,418 


17.21 
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Estate  of  A.  O.  Phillips,  et  al 
Docket  No.  RI74-177 
Frederickson — Drllk  Lease 
Englehart  Field,  Colorado  County,  Texas 
Computation  of  Cost  of  Gas 


Tin 

Noc 


Description 

(a) 


Total  cost 
Volumes  over  future 
life 


(b) 


(c) 


1  Total  interest  volumes:  i  onn  ono 

2  Gas,  thousand  cubic  feet...—-- .  A*  . 

3  Natural  gas  liquids,  barrels - - - -  *  jiojooo' 

4  Investment . . . . . . . .  .  go’  180 

5  Operating  expense . ----- . — .  o’  250 

S  Return  on  investment  at  15  percent — - - - -  i’ va 

T  Return  on  working  capital  at  15  percent . . . — . - . — - - - -  f39’  130i 

8  Liquid  revenue  credit - - ----- - -  2  000 

9  Regulatory  expense . . ’ 

10  Subtotal  (lines  4  through  9) . . - .  g. 

11  Royalty  at  26.407397  percent .  ,’^s 

12  Production  tax  at  7.5  percent . 

13  Ad  valorem  tax  at  0.5  percent . .  1 

14  Total  (lines  10  through  13) . - . - .  9*,  237 

15  Unit  cost  of  gas  (cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet) . . — . ----- .  8- 42 


SOURCES 

Line  2:  Petitioner’s  Apr.  26, 1974,  reply  to  Commission  Secretary’s  letter  of  Apr.  2,  1974.  Future  productive  life  of 
fills  property  is  3  yr.  ^  o 

line  4  Same  source  as  line  2.  Cost  of  tubing  string.  Remaining  book  value  of  other  assets  on  this  lease  is  *ero. 

Line  5:  Samelwrcels  line  2.  5  (jobs)  X*12, 958  (cost  of  1  cleanout  job)  plus  3  yrX$5,130  (yearly  operating  expense) 

v $80, 180.  .  years  (future  life)  tn  „en 

Line  6:  $10,000  (line  4)X15%X-J^ — ’ - (j) - 

Uni  8‘  $5^22ft>bMsame  sources  as^line ’2)X(l-0.048  prod,  tax-0.005  ad  valorem  tax-0.264  royalty) =$3.57/bbl. 

Une  11:  Royalty  percentage  from  same  source  as  line  2. 

Une  12:  Texas  rate  of  production  tax. 

Line  13:  Based  on  data  from  same  source  as  line  2. 

Line  15:  $94,237  (line  14)4-1,000,000  Mcf  (line  2)  =9.42</Mcf. 


Estate  of  A.  O.  Phillips,  et  al. 

Docket  No.  RI74-177 

Frederickson  and  Frederickaon — Drlik  Leases 
(Combined) 

Englehart  Field,  Colorado  County,  Texas 
Computation  of  Cost  of  Gas 


Une 

No. 

Description 

Volumes 

Total  cost 
over  future 
Ufe 

(a) 

(b) 

(0 

[Docket  Nos.  RI74r-117,  et  al.] 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP.  ET  AL 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  1 

June  28,  1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as 
ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  Regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto  (18  CPR,  Chapter  I),  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column.  Each  of  these  supple¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  without  any  further 
action  by  the  Respondent  or  by  the  Com- 


1  Total  interest  volumes: 


2 

3 

4 

5 

Frederickson  lease: 

. -  .  — . ^  200,000  ... 

Natural  gas  Uquids,  barrels... . 

Frederickson — Drlik  lease: 

.  0 

- -  -  — -  1,000.000  ... 

.  _  •  9.000  ... 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

Tot  al  volumes: 

Tir:  1,200,000 

. . -  9,000  ... 

Total  costs: 

334,418 

94,237 

Frederickson— DrUk  lease . . . 

14 

Total  cost  of  gas . 

. . - 

128,665 

IS 

.  .  _ _  .  .  . 

10.72 

Line  3:  Appendix  A,  sheet  1,  Une  2. 

Line  4:  Appendix  A,  sheet  1,  Une  3. 
line  6:  Appendix  A,  sheet  2,  Une  2. 

Line  Y:  Appendix  A,  sheet  2,  Une  3. 

line  9:  200,000  Met  (Une  3) +1,000,000  Mcf  (Line  8)  =1,200,000  Mot. 

line  10:  Line  T. 

line  12:  Appendix  A,  sheet  1,  Une  14. 
line  13:  Appendix  A,  sheet  2,  Une  14. 
line  15:  $128,655  (Une  14)4-1,200,000  Mcf  (Une  9)  =  10.724/Mcf. 

[FR  Doc.74-15652  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  aim] 


mission.  Each  Respondent  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  procedure  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  S  154.102  of 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


1  Doea  not  consoUdate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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Appendix  A 


Rate  Bop- 

Docket  Respondent  ached-  ple- 

No.  ola  ment 

No.  No. 


Amount  Date 
Purchaser  and  producing  area  o I  flUnc 

annoal  tendered 

Increase 


Rate  in 

Effective  Date  Cents  per  Mcf*  effect  sub- 

date  suspended  -  jectto 

unless  until —  Rate  in  Proposed  refund  in 

suspended  effect  increased  docket 

rate  No. 


RT74-117-.  Mobil  Oil  Corp___™_i— 


R174-117 . do. 


RI74-117. 

R174-117. 


_ do _ •- . . 

. do... . 


n 


109 


200 

314 


•28 


•11 


‘20 


R174-263. 

. do... . — . 

360 

*16 

RT74-117. 

370 

*10 

HI  74-1 17 

422 

*9 

RI74-117 

427 

‘21 

RI74-117. 

446 

*10 

R174-118-.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Pro¬ 
ducing  Co. 


RI74-118 . do .  26 

RI74-118 . do .  27 

R174-118 . do .  30 


Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (Blanco 
Field,  Rio  Arriba  County, 
N.  Mex.,  San  Juan  Basin  Sub 
Area)  (Rocky  Mountain  Area). 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Blanco 
Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.,  San  Juan  Basin  Sub  Area) 
(Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

•15  .....do . 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Basin 
Dakota  Field,  Ban  Juan  and 
Rio  Arriba  Counties,  N.  Mex., 
San  Juan  Basin  Sub  Area) 
(Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Fulcher- 
Kutz  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.,  San  Juan  Basin  Sub 
Area)  (Rocky  Mountain  Area). 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Basin 
Dakota  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.,  San  Juan  Basin  Sub 
Area)  (Rooky  Mountain  Area). 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (acre¬ 
age  in  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex., 
San  Juan  Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky 
Mountain  Area). 

. do _ _ _ 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (South 
Blanco  Field,  Rio  Arriba  and 
Sandoval  Counties,  N.  Mex., 
San  Juan  Basin  Sub  Area) 
(Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (acreage 
in  San  Juan  and  Rio  Arriba 
Counties,  N.  Mex.,  8an  Juan 
Basin  8nb  Area)  (Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Area). 

•25  .....do . 

*26  ..i. .do . 

•  12 . do . 


•26 


$11,177  6-30-74  .  7-  2-74  *  26.6422  ‘*26.9336  RT74-117. 

•  19  6-30-74  ..... .  7-  2-74  ‘  26.6353  “  26.9266  RI74-117. 

31  5-30-74  „™ _  7-  2-74  ‘  26. 6353  “  26. 9266  RI74-117. 

927  5-30-74  .  7-  2-74  ‘  26. 6571  “26. 9487 

822  5-30-74  7-31-74  >24.0  “  24.7680 

528  5-30-74  .  7-  2-74  ‘  26. 650  “  26. 9415  RI74-117. 

129  5-30-74  „™. _ 7-2-74  ‘  26.660  “26.9415  RI74-117. 

291  6-30-74  _ 7-2-74  ‘  26.7095  “27.0  R174-1 17. 

41  6-30-74  _ 7-2-74  ‘  26.7196  “27.0119  R174-117. 

18  5-30-74  . 7-2-74  ‘  26.6796  “  26.9714  RI74-118. 

285  5-30-74  ..™.-. _ 7-2-74  ‘  26.6796  “26. 9714  RI74-118. 

350  5-30-74  _ -  7-2-74  ‘  26.6796  “  26.9714  RI74-118. 

164  6-30-74  _ = _ _  7-3-74  >26.650  “  26.9416  RI74-118. 


•Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  15.025  lb/in’a.  4  For  wells  completed  prior  to  June  1, 1970. 

1  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  up  and  down  from  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot.  ‘Includes  0.5  cent  periodic  increase  plus  contractual  reimbursement  for  the 

:  Not  used.  increased  New  Mexico  severance  tax. 

8  Reflects  contractual  reimbursement  for  the  increase  in  the  New  Mexico  Gas  Sever¬ 
ance  Tax  from  2.5  percent  to  3.75  percent. 


The  proposed  increases  which  reflect  only 
contractual  tax  reimbursement  for  the  1.25 
percent  increase  In  the  New  Mexico  Gas 
Severance  Tax  (which  goes  Into  effect  on 
July  1,  1974)  are  suspended  for  one  day  from 
the  proposed  July  1,  1974,  effective  date  In 
the  existing  suspension  proceedings  involv¬ 
ing  underlying  rates  which  are  being  col¬ 
lected  subject  to  refund. 

The  proposed  increase  of  Mobil  under  its 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  360  reflects  a  0.5< 
periodic  Increase  plus  contractual  tax  reim¬ 
bursement.  Since  the  proposed  Increase  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  applicable  area  celling  rate  In 
Order  No.  435,  it  Is  suspended  for  one  day 
from  the  expiration  of  the  60  day  notice 
period. 

[FR  Doc.74-15654  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-110] 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Rate  Change  Pursuant  to  Purchased  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment  Provision 

July  3,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Algonquin 
Gas),  on  June  24,  1974,  tendered  for 
filing  eleventh  revised  sheet  No.  3-A  to  its 
FPC  Gas  tariff  original  volume  No.  1. 

This  sheet  is  being  filed  pursuant  to 
Algonquin  Gas*  purchased  gas  cost  ad¬ 
justment  provision  set  forth  in  section 


22  of  the  general  terms  and  conditions 
of  its  FPC  gas  tariff,  original  volume  No. 
1.  The  rate  change  is  being  filed  to  reflect 
an  increase  in  purchased  gas  costs  above 
the  presently  effective  rates  to  be  paid 
by  Algonquin  Gas  to  its  supplier,  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Eastern),  schedules  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  July  1, 1974. 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  the  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheet  is  August  1,  1974,  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  Texas  East¬ 
ern’s  rate  increase. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§1.8,  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  15, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-15947  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-326] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Application 

July  8,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  21,  1974, 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  P.O.  Box  1734,  Shreveport,  Lou¬ 
isiana  71151,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
326  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  certain 
natural  gas  transmission  facilities  lo¬ 
cated  in  Sebastian  County,  Arkansas,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  its  line 
OT-22  located  in  Massard  Field,  Sebas¬ 
tian  County,  Arkansas,  consisting  of 
22,618  feet  of  pipeline  and  appurtenant 
facilities.  Applicant  states  that  the  line 
was  used  solely  to  receive  from  Stephens 
Production  Company  (Stephens)  a  max¬ 
imum  of  25,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per 
day.  Applicant  further  states  that  by 
Commission  order  issued  January  20, 
1972,  in  Docket  No.  CI72— 261,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  order  of  January  28, 1974,  Stephens 
was  granted  a  limited-term  certificate 
authorizing  the  sale  of  said  gas  to  appli¬ 
cant.  Applicant  states  that  because  the 
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term  of  said  sale  has  expired  and  be¬ 
cause  applicant  was  unable  to  negotiate 
the  continued  purchase  of  this  gas,  ap¬ 
plicant  no  longer  needs  the  facilities  con¬ 
nected  with  this  purchase. 

Applicant  states  that  the  facilities  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  abandoned  will  be  sold  to 
Stephens  for  a  price  equal  to  the  depre¬ 
ciated  value  thereof,  which  is  $101,409. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  29, 
1974.  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10.  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further  no¬ 
tice  before  the  Commission  on  this  appli¬ 
cation  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein,  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment  are 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  It  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15948  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7743 ] 

CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  &  POWER  CO. 

Order  Denying  Petition  for  Emergency 
Relief 

July  3,  1974. 

In  its  petition  filed  on  June  4, 1974,  the 
town  of  Wallingford,  Connecticut 
(“Wallingford”)  has  requested  that  the 
Issue  of  the  propriety  of  the  “Buyer’s 
system  Demand”  provision  contained  in 
the  resale  service  rate  schedule  No.  1 
proposed  by  Connecticut  Light  &  Power 
(“CLAP”)  be  severed  from  the  present 
proceeding  and  that  a  final  Commission 
decision  be  entered  on  that  issue  within 
30  days. 

Wallingford  represents  that  the  re¬ 
quested  expedition  is  necessary  because. 


within  the  next  60  days,  it  must  execute  a 
contract  for  fuel  manufactured  from  ref¬ 
use  and/or  steam  produced  by  a  plant 
using  such  fuel.  Wallingford  states  that 
the  proposed  agreement  would  be  ecolog¬ 
ically  desirable,  but  the  “Buyer  System 
Demand”  provision  makes  it  uneconomi¬ 
cal.  Wallingford  believes  that  the  provi¬ 
sion  unfairly  requires  demand  for  CLAP 
billing  purposes  to  be  based  on  Walling¬ 
ford's  demand  on  all  power  sources,  in¬ 
cluding  self-generation,  rather  than  just 
its  demand  on  CLAP.  It  is  alleged  that 
the  provision,  therefore,  imposes  a  pen¬ 
alty  for  self-generation  because  Walling¬ 
ford  will  experience  increasing  cost  per 
kilowatt  hour  of  purchased  power  as  it 
increases  its  own  generation  using  addi¬ 
tional  fuel  or  steam  purchased  under  the 
contemplated  contract. 

CLAP  has  filed  an  answer  recom¬ 
mending  rejection  of  Wallingford’s  peti¬ 
tion  for  four  reasons.  First,  the  issue  of 
the  propriety  of  the  provision  in  question 
will  become  moot  for  purposes  of  pro¬ 
spective  rates  because  in  the  near  future 
CLAP  will  be  filing  a  new  rate  schedule 
which  will  not  contain  the  present 
“Buyer’s  System  Demand”  provision. 
Second,  no  authority  exists  for  granting 
the  requested  relief.  Third,  no  adequate 
showing  for  immediate  Commission 
action  has  been  made.  Fourth,  the  issue 
of  the  use  of  the  provision  is  central  to 
the  proposed  rate  design  in  the  present 
proceeding,  a  proceeding  of  two  years 
duration  presently  awaiting  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge’s  initial 
decision,  and  the  Commission  should 
have  the  benefit  of  an  initial  decision  on 
this  matter.  CLAP  also  states  in  rebuttal 
that  its  proposed  overall  rate  design  pro¬ 
vides  for  greater  payment  reductions 
when  Wallingford  supplies  a  portion  of 
its  base  load  needs  than  the  alternative 
rate  design  presented  by  Wallingford  in 
this  proceeding. 

We  find  it  necessary  to  agree  with 
CLAP  on  two  determinative  points  and 
to  refuse  to  grant  the  petition.  The 
“Buyer’s  System  Demand”  provision  is 
a  very  integral  part  of  the  rate  design  in 
the  pending  proceeding  where  it  is  a 
major  issue.  We  question  whether  the 
proposed  rate  schedule  would  be  viable  if 
the  provision  were  removed  without  our 
simultaneously  introducing  a  replace¬ 
ment.  Wallingford  would  presumably 
prefer  introduction  of  a  new  definition  of 
“Buyer  System  Demand”  which  would 
exclude  self-generation  from  the  de¬ 
mand  calculation.  Wallingford,  however, 
has  made  no  showing  of  the  effect  of  the 
operation  of  proposed  rates  with  such  a 
modification,  and  the  Commission  could 
not  on  its  own  investigate  and  ascertain 
such  effect  within  the  requested  30  day 
time  period.  We  believe  that  it  would 
not  be  in  the  public  interest  to  make  an 
expedited  decision  on  such  a  significant 
issue  without  a  thorough  review  of  the 
possible  effects  of  petitioner’s  proposal. 

We  also  find  that  Wallingford  has 
made  an  inadequate  showing  of  its  need 
for  unusual  expedition.  The  only  support 
we  find  for  the  allegation  that  Walling¬ 
ford  must  execute  a  contract  within  the 


next  60  days  is  a  conclusory  statement 
to  this  effect  by  the  general  manager  of 
Wallingford’s  Electric  Division  in  a  letter 
to  Wallingford’s  counsel  which  is 
attached  as  an  exhibit  to  the  petition. 
The  letter  of  intent  to  sell  steam  signed 
by  the  potential  fuel/steam  vendor  on 
February  26,  1974,  also  attached  as  an 
exhibit,  reveals  no  such  time  limit. 

In  addition,  we  note  that  the  potential 
fuel/steam  vendor  is  only  one  of  several 
companies  bidding  to  build  regional 
refuse  recovery  plants.  The  contem¬ 
plated  contract  would  therefore  depend 
upon  this  potential  vendor  being  a  suc¬ 
cessful  bidder  and  upon  the  terms  of  its 
contract  with  the  authority  of  the  region 
served  by  the  plant  capable  of  producing 
fuel  for  Wallingford’s  benefit.  These 
contingencies  raise  a  question  as  to  the 
ability  of  Wallingford  and  the  potential 
vendor  to  execute  a  final,  complete  con¬ 
tract  at  this  time. 

The  Commission  finds  and  orders:  (1) 
Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  for 
granting  Wallingford’s  petition  for 
emergency  relief,  and  the  petition  is 
denied. 

(2)  The  Commission  Secretary  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

f  seal  1  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .74- 15949  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP74-32] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Further  Postponement  of  Hearing 

July  5,  1974. 

On  July  3,  1974,  Commission  Staff 
Counsel  filed  a  motion  for  a  further  post¬ 
ponement  of  the  hearing  in  the  above - 
designated  matter,  from  July  9,  1974,  to 
August  13, 1974.  Staff  Counsel  states  that 
all  interested  parties  have  been  con¬ 
tacted  and  that  there  is  no  opposition  to 
the  motion. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
designated  matter  is  postponed  to  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1974,  at  10  a.m.  (e.d.t.),  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15950  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8744] 

DELMARVA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Permitting  Late  Intervention 
July  5,  1974. 

On  June  11,  1974,  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice,  State  of  Delaware  filed  an  untimely 
notice  of  intervention  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding.  State  of  Delaware 
alleges  that  it  has  a  substantial  interest 
in  this  proceeding  since  the  application 
and  petition  to  intervene  of  the  City  of 
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Dover  (1)  concerns  and  questions  the 
constitutionality  of  a  statute  of  the  State 
of  Delaware  and  (2)  seeks  the  Injunctive 
relief  against  the  officers  of  the  State  of 
Delaware. 

Because  of  the  potential  effect  this 
proceeding  may  have  on  the  State  of 
Delaware,  we  shall  allow  it  to  Intervene 
out  of  time. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  participa¬ 
tion  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  may  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  State  of 
Delaware,  Department  of  Justice  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  Intervene  In  this  proceeding 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission  and  the  procedures  set 
forth  In  the  Commission  order  of  May  28, 
1974;  Provided,  however,  That  participa¬ 
tion  of  said  intervenor  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
interests  specifically  set  forth  In  their 
petition  to  intervene,  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  The  admission  of  such  Intervenor 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  by  any  order  or  orders  entered  In 
this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15951  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8789] 

DETROIT  EDISON  CO. 

Filing 

July  5,  1974. 
Take  notice  that  an  June  24, 1974  the 
Detroit  Edison  Company  (DEC)  filed 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission  cer¬ 
tain  materials  supplementing  the  electric 
coordination  agreement  dated  May  1, 
1973  between  Consumers  Power  Company 
(CPC)  and  the  Detroit  Edison  Company 
(designated  Consumers  Power  Company 
rate  schedule  FPC  No.  33  and  Detroit 
Edison  Company  rate  schedule  FPC  No. 
17).  The  filing  of  June  24,  1974  revises  a 
statement  filed  with'  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  September  13,  1973,  which 
set  forth  lists  of  facilities,  investment 
costs,  fixed  and  annual  charges,  and  cer¬ 
tain  operating  criteria  (designated  sup¬ 
plement  no.  1  to  Consumers  Power  Com¬ 
pany  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  33  and  sup¬ 
plement  no.  1  to  Detroit  Edison  Company 
rate  schedule  No.  17). 

The  materials  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  June  24,  1974  include  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(1)  Revisions  reflecting  changes  in 
fixed  charge  factors  consistent  with  the 
cost  of  money  determination  by  the 
Michigan  Public  Service  Commission  in 
its  most  recent  rate  orders  to  CPC  and 
DEC; 

(2)  A  certificate  of  concurrence  with 
the  filing  of  amendment  No.  1  to  the 
aforementioned  electric  coordination 
agreement;  This  amendment  changes,  as 
of  May  1, 1974,  the  number  used  to  divide 


the  rate  short-term  capacity  from  four 
to  six  in  the  determination  of  the 
capacity  charge  for  daily  exchanges. 

(3)  Revisions  to  exhibits  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  on  May  20, 
1974  (Docket  No.  E-8612)  (designated 
supplement  no.  1  to  DEC  rate  schedule 
FPC  No.  17) ;  These  revisions  reflect 
changes  in  the  underlying  data  and  in¬ 
corporate  the  changes  referred  to  in  (2) 
above  respecting  amendment  no.  1  to  the 
electric  coordination  agreement. 

Applicant  further  requests  that  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  permit  the 
enclosed  revisions  to  become  effective  on 
February  1,  1974,  and  to  permit  amend¬ 
ment  no.  1  to  the  electric  coordination 
agreement  and  the  exhibit  revisions  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  (3)  above  to  become  effective 
on  May  1, 1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  19, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
is  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16952  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP73-132,  CP74-227,  CP73-230, 
CP74-122,  CP73-1S6,  CP74-137,  CP73-148] 

DISTRIGAS  CORP.  ET  AL 
Further  Extension  of  Time 

July  8,  1974. 

On  June  21,  1974,  Distrigas  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Distrigas  of  Massachusetts  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Distrigas  of  New  York  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  Distrigas  Pipeline  Corporation 
(applicants)  filed  a  motion  for  a  further 
extension  of  time  of  thirty  days  within 
which  to  file  a  portion  of  their  case-ln- 
chief  in  the  above-designated  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  further  extended 
to  and  Including  July  21,  1974,  within 
which  applicants  shall  file  the  remain¬ 
ing  portion  of  their  case-ln-chief. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

'  [FR  Doc .74-16953  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  K-8600,  E-8601] 

GULF  STATES  UTILITIES  CO. 

Order  Requiring  Filing  of  Comments 
July  5, 1974. 

On  January  21, 1974,  Gulf  States  Utili¬ 
ties  Company  (GSU)  filed  two  separate 


power  interconnection  agreements  for 
service  to  the  cities  of  Lafayette  and 
Plaquemine,  Louisiana  (cities),  provid¬ 
ing  for  transmission  service;  for  sale  and 
exchange  of  emergency,  replacement, 
economy,  and  surplus  energy;  and  the 
purchase  by  Gulf  States  of  excess  sea¬ 
sonal  capacity  from  the  cities.  On 
April  12.  1974,  Gulf  States  filed  a  modi¬ 
fication  to  the  agreement  with  the  city  of 
Plaquemine  altering  the  schedule  for 
purchase  of  power  by  Gulf  States.  GSU 
request  for  waiver  of  notice  be  granted 
and  the  submittals  be  accepted  for  filing, 
to  become  effective  as  of  May  1, 1975. 

Included  in  the  submitted  filings  are: 
(a)  “Release  and  convenant  not  to  sue’’ 
between  GSU  and  the  city  of  Lafayette; 
and  (b)  an  agreement  relating  to  the 
resolution  of  interventions  and  other 
legal  matters  between  GSU  and  the  city 
of  Plaquemine.  The  aforementioned 
documents  appear  to  be  a  settlement  be¬ 
tween  GSU  and  the  cities  with  regard  to 
certain  interventions  previously  filed  by 
the  cities  in.  other  dockets.1 

In  previously  filed  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  other  mentioned  dockets,  the 
cities,  Dow  Chemical  Company  (Dow), 
Cajun  Electric  Cooperative  (formerly 
Louisiana  Electric  Cooperative)  filed 
anticompetitive  allegations  against  GSU 
and  others. 

In  general,  the  previously  filed  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  alleged  that  the  com¬ 
panies  engaged  in  a  conspiracy  to  sup¬ 
press  and  defeat  the  interconnection  and 
pooling  agreement  between  the  cities, 
Dow,  and  Cajun  Electric  Cooperative. 

More  specifically  the  allegations  stated 
that  in  September  of  1964,  the  REA  made 
a  56.5  million  dollar  loan  to  Cajun  for 
construction  of  a  200  MW  generating 
station  with  1,600  miles  of  transmission 
lines  through  which  Cajun  could  serve 
eight  of  its  twelve  member  cooperatives. 
Prior  to  this  time,  three  companies  have 
been  selling  power  to  these  cooperatives. 
The  petitions  alleged  that  the  companies 
succeeded  in  delaying  the  actual  use  of 
the  funds  thus  provided  for  more  than 
five  years,  through  a  series  of  law  suits 
filed  by  the  companies  themselves  and  by 
the  companies’  attorneys  on  behalf  of 
other  putative  plaintiffs. 

Further  allegations  state  that  in  Au¬ 
gust  1968,  the  cities,  Dow,  and  Cajun 
executed  an  interconnection  and  pooling 
agreement  providing  for  the  intercon¬ 
nection  of  their  coordination  agreement, 
with  a  minimum  term  of  ten  years.  The 
agreement  approved  by  the  REA  Admin¬ 
istration  on  November  19,  1968,  provided 
for  .combined  planning  of  load  require¬ 
ments  for  the  cities,  Cajun  members  and 
Dow,  according  to  the  allegations  this 
meant  Insurance  of  the  market  for  all 
surplus  capacity  and  secondary  energy, 
as  well  as  coordination,  and  substantial 
savings  in  the  construction  of  new  gen¬ 
erators  and  some  economies  of  scale,  plus 


1  Docket  No.  E-7567  by  the  U.S.  Supreme 
Court  to  the  US.  Federal  Power  Commission 
Docket  No.  E-7676  and  consolidations  there¬ 
with  (Docket  Nos.  E-7682,  E-7696,  E-7805, 
E-8003,  E-8282,  and  E-8416). 
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benefits  in  the  form  of  backup  for  each 
system  and  energy  interchanges. 

Petitioners  further  alleged  that  by  en¬ 
gaging  in  spurious  and  repetitive  litiga¬ 
tion,  and  by  mounting  a  public  relations 
guide  and  lobbying  effort  against  Cajun, 
the  three  companies  were  able  to  hold  up 
disbursement  of  loan  money  until  Janu¬ 
ary,  1969,  when  a  new  REA  Adminis¬ 
trator  was  sworn  into  office.  This  pre¬ 
vented  the  members  of  the  new  pool  from 
going  ahead  with  their  agreement. 
Furthermore,  rising  costs  during  the  five 
years  delayed  raised  a  serious  question 
whether  the  original  loan  would  be  suf¬ 
ficient  to  finance  all  of  Cajun’s  genera¬ 
tion  and  transmission  needs.  Therefore, 
the  new  administrator  advanced  funds 
only  for  the  generating  station,  but  not 
for  transmission  lines,  and  Cajun  was  left 
to  negotiate  with  three  companies  for  use 
of  their  transmission  lines. 

The  allegations  contended  that  these 
actions  constituted  the  conspiracy  which 
continued  during  the  negotiations  for  the 
use  of  transmission  lines.  The  petitioners’ 
allegations  further  contend  that  the 
Companies,  while  willing  to  supply  trans¬ 
mission  of  power  to  some  of  Cajun’s 
members,  refused  to  supply  transmission 
service  between  pool  members.  It  further 
stated  that  the  Companies  demanded 
that  Cajun  limited  power  capacity  to  the 
200  MW  already  planned,  and  that  the 
Companies  supply  all  further  power  needs 
of  the  twelve  cooperatives,  thus  preclud¬ 
ing  further  Cajun  expansion  to  serve  its 
members  expanding  load. 

The  Commission  in  response  to  inter- 
venors  allegations  instituted  a  complaint 
action  in  Docket  No.  E-7676  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  merits  of  Peti¬ 
tioners’  allegation  and  the  Commission’s 
authority  to  grant  relief. 

While  it  appears  that  the  instant  sub¬ 
mittals  may  settle  issues  between  GSU 
and  the  cities,  the  record  is  not  sufficient 
to  relieve  this  Commission  of  its  responsi¬ 
bility  to  determine  whether  this  settle¬ 
ment  is  in  the  public  interest.  Issues 
were  raised  in  the  original  petitions  to 
intervene  which  may  not  be  resolved  by 
the  submitted  filings.  The  public  inter¬ 
est  may  not  be  served  by  parties  enter¬ 
ing  into  agreements  that  merely  fore¬ 
boar  the  resolution  of  issues  for  thorough 
purposes  and  not  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  is  unable  to  deter¬ 
mine  what  antitrust  issues  have  been  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  the  Instant  submittals  nor 
can  the  Commission  determine  the  basis 
upon  which  issues  were  settled. 

The  Commission  therefore  finds  it  ap¬ 
propriate  to  order  GSU  and  the  cities  of 
Lafayette  and  Plaquemine  to  file  com¬ 
ments  setting  forth  among  other  things: 

(1)  The  antitrust  Issues  originally  set  forth 
In  all  petitions  to  Intervene  filed  by  the  Inter¬ 
vening  parties,  and  the  basis  upon  which 
thorn  Issues  are  settled  by  the  filings  In  this 
docket. 

(2)  The  parties  will  set  forth  the  alleged 
anticompetitive  Issues  which  are  not  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  settled. 

(3)  The  proposed  effect  the  settlement  of 
the  Issues  In  the  lhstant  submittals  will  have 
upon  other  lntervenors  In  the  previously  cited 
dockets  who  are  not  parties  to  the  Instant 
submittals. 


Dow  Chemical  Company  and  Cajun 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  lntervenors  in 
previous  dockets  involving  GSU,  are  In¬ 
vited  to  comment  on  the  proposed  sub¬ 
mittal  in  this  docket. 

Louisiana  Power  and  Light  and  Cen¬ 
tral  Louisiana  Electric  Company,  parties 
in  other  dockets  in  which  alleged  anti¬ 
competitive  allegations  were  made  are 
also  invited  to  comment  regarding  the 
proposed  settlement  of  issues  in  this 
docket. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  all  comments 
will  be  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15954  FUed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  CP71-142  and  RP73-66] 

INTER-CITY  MINNESOTA  PIPELINES,  LTD., 
INC. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  F.P.C.  Gas  Tariff 
and  Statement  of  Compliance 

July  5,  1974. 

On  April  26,  1974,  Inter-City  Minne¬ 
sota  Pipelines  Ltd.,  Inc.  (Inter-City  Min¬ 
nesota)  filed  in  the  above  dockets  a  pro¬ 
posed  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  original  volume 
nos.  1  and  2,  together  with  a  gas  pur¬ 
chase  contract  with  its  supplier,  ICG 
Transmission,  Ltd.  (ICG),  and  related 
service  agreements.  Inter-City  requests 
the  tariff  be  made  effective  as  of  the  date 
approved.  In  addition  to  the  tariff  filing, 
Inter-City  submitted  a  compliance  state¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  issued  in  Docket  No.  CP71-142 
on  December  21, 1970. 

At  the  present  time,  Inter-City  Min¬ 
nesota  purchases  gas  destined  for  U.S. 
consumption  from  ICG  at  Sprague, 
Manitoba  and  International  Falls,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  resells  that  gas  to  Inter-City 
Gas  Limited,  an  affiliated  distributor,  for 
resale  in  International  Falls,  Roseau,  and 
Baudette,  Minnesota.  Inter-City  Minne¬ 
sota  also  sells  gas  to  the  village  of  War- 
road,  Minnesota,  for  distribution  in  that 
community.  Inter-City  Minnesota  pur¬ 
chases  up  to  2,000  Mcf  per  day  at  Sprague 
and  approximately  25,000  Mcf  per  day 
at  International  Falls.  Gas  purchased  at 
Sprague  is  resold  for  distribution  in 
Roseau,  Baudette,  and  Warroad.  The 
supply  at  International  Falls  is  sold  to 
Inter-City  Gas  Limited  for  resale,  pri¬ 
marily  to  Boise  Cascade  Corporation.  In 
addition  to  the  purchase  volumes,  Inter- 
City  Minnesota  also  transports  gas  for 
ICG  from  Sprague  to  Baudette.  Total 
purchases  amount  to  about  8  million  Mcf 
per  year,  while  transportation  volumes 
are  approximately  12  million  Mcf  per 
year. 

In  Docket  No.  CP7 1-142,  Inter-City 
Minnesota  requested  a  certificate  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  its  transmission  facil¬ 
ities  under  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  The  Commission  Issued  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  to  Inter-City  Minnesota  by  order 
Issued  on  December  21,  1970,  subject  to 


the  following  two  conditions  (44  FPC 
1613) : 

(D)  Any  future  supplies  of  gas  above 
those  authorized  in  the  Commission’s 
order  issued  August  10,  1970,  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP70-288  and  CP70  289,  to  be 
transported  through  applicant’s  facilities 
in  the  United  States  and  consumed  in  the 
United  States  will  be  owed  by  the  appli¬ 
cant,  and  further,  within  six  months  of 
the  date  of  this  order  applicant  shall 
conclude  a  new  contract  with  ICG  Trans¬ 
mission  Limited  or  any  appropriate  party 
under  which  all  gas  carried  in  its  facili¬ 
ties  in  the  United  States  for  ultimate 
consumption  in  the  United  States  will  be 
owned  by  applicant. 

(E)  At  the  time  of  compliance  with 
paragraph  (D)  above,  applicant  shall 
make  appropriate  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  regulations  thereunder  for  author¬ 
ization  to  continue  any  sales  of  gas  initi¬ 
ated  under  the  prior  arrangements. 

On  June  21, 1971,  in  purported  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  above  order,  Inter-City 
Minnesota  submitted  revised  contracts 
providing  for  the  purchase  of  all  gas  sold 
in  the  U.S.  Thereafter  on  November  22, 
1972,  Inter-City  Minnesota  submitted  in 
Docket  No.  RP73-66  a  proposed  tariff, 
with  further  amendments  thereto  filed 
on  January  24  and  October  1,  1973.  The 
above  filings  did  not  comply  with  the 
Commission's  order  and  applicable  regu¬ 
lations,  and  no  action  was  taken  with  re¬ 
spect  to  them.  Inter-City  Minnesota’s 
present  filing  is  submitted  in  substitution 
for  all  such  filings  previously  made  and 
not  acted  upon. 

Notice  of  Inter-City  Minnesota’s  pres¬ 
ent  filing  was  Issued  on  June  10,  1974, 
providing  for  protests  or  petitions  to 
intervene  to  be  filed  on  or  before  June  28. 
No  comments  have  been  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  notice. 

Based  on  our  review  of  the  record  in 
this  proceeding,  Including  the  proposed 
tariff,  related  service  agreements,  gas 
purchase  contract  and  compliance  state¬ 
ment,  we  find  that  Inter-City  Minnesota 
has  complied  with  the  requirements  of 
ordering  paragraphs  D  and  E  of  the  order 
of  December  21,  1970,  in  Docket  No. 
CP7 1-142,  and  that  its  proposed  tariff 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Inter- 
City  Minnesota’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  origi¬ 
nal  volume  nos.  1  and  2  is  hereby  accepted 
for  filing  effective  upon  the  date  of  this 
order. 

(B)  The  gas  purchase  contract  between 
Inter-City  Minnesota  and  ICG  Transmis¬ 
sion  Limited,  dated  April  8,  1974,  is  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  in  compliance  with 
ordering  paragraph  D  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  of  December  21,  1970,  in 
Docket  No.  CP71-142. 

(C)  Inter-City  Minnesota  is  hereby  de¬ 
clared  to  be  in  compliance  with  ordering 
paragraph  E  of  the  order  of  Decem¬ 
ber  21, 1970,  in  Docket  No.  CP71-142,  and 
the  authorizations  therein  provided  for 
are  granted. 

(D)  Previous  filing  by  Inter-City  Min¬ 
nesota  inconsistent  with  the  filing  of 
April  26, 1971,  are  deemed  withdrawn. 
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(E)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order,  Inter-City  Minnesota  shall 
submit  a  new  service  agreement  cover¬ 
ing  service  to  the  Village  of  Warroad, 
Minnesota. 

(P)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15956  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-319] 

MICHIGAN  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  CO. 

Application 

July  3,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  28,  1974, 
Michigan  Consolidated  Gas  Company 
(applicant) ,  One  Woodward  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit,  Michigan  48226,  filed  In  Docket  No. 
CP74-319  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  1(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
continuing  exemption  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Commission  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
In  the  application  which  Is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

By  Commission  order  issued  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1955,  in  Docket  No.  G-6507  (14 
FPC  535) ,  applicant  was  declared  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  pursuant  to  section  1(c)  of  said  Act. 
Applicant  states  that  it  and  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company  (Pan¬ 
handle)  have  entered  into  a  gas  storage 
agreement  dated  May  22,  1974,  provid¬ 
ing  that  during  the  months  June  through 
October  1974,  Panhandle  will  deliver 
to  applicant  at  applicant’s  River  Rouge 
Station,  Melvindale,  Michigan,  for  stor¬ 
age  approximately  two  million  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  and  that  during  the  months 
of  November  and  December  1974  and 
January,  February  and  April  1975  appli¬ 
cant  will  redeliver  an  equivalent  amount 
of  natural  gas  through  displacement,  by 
making  deliveries  to  Southeastern  Mich¬ 
igan  Gas  Company  at  an  existing  inter¬ 
connection  at  Adair,  Michigan,  for  the 
account  of  Panhandle. 

Applicant  states  that  the  gas  storage 
agreement  between  Applicant  and  Pan¬ 
handle  is  for  a  short  term  and  is  intended 
only  as  a  temporary  arrangement  to 
enable  some  of  Panhandle’s  resale  and 
direct  sale  customers  to  meet  their  an¬ 
ticipated  market  or  processing  require¬ 
ments  during  the  1974-75  heating  season. 
Applicant  further  states  that  all  of  the 
natural  gas  delivered  to  or  by  it  under 
said  storage  agreement  will  be  received 
or  delivered  and  ultimately  consumed 
within  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  22, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 


(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  became  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15956  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E— 8404] 

MINNESOTA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Postponing  Prehearing  Conference 
July  5,  1974. 

On  June  26,  1974,  a  notice  was  issued 
setting  revised  procedural  dates  in  the 
above-designated  matter.  The  notice 
postponed  the  hearing  to  September  30, 
1974,  but  did  not  postpone  the  prehearing 
conference  which  had  been  set  for 
July  9,  1974,  by  the  order  issued  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1974. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  prehearing  conference 
scheduled  to  commence  on  July  9,  1974, 
is  postponed  to  September  30,  1974,  at 
10  a.m.  (EDT) .  The  hearing  will  com¬ 
mence  upon  conclusion  of  the  prehearing 
conference. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15957  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


NATIONAL  POWER  SURVEY  EXECUTIVE 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Additional  Member 
July  8,  1974. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission,  by 
order  issued  August  11,  1972,  established 
the  Executive  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
National  Power  Survey. 

2.  Membership.  An  additional  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Executive  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Commission,  is  as  follows: 

John  C.  Sawhlll,  Administrator,  Federal 
Energy  Administration. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15944  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RM75-1] 

NATURAL  GAS  FROM  CANADA 
Order  Denying  Petitions 

July  8,  1974. 

On  May  10,  1974,  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation  (Northwest)  submitted  a 
petition  that  this  Commission  issue  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  on  proposed 
standards  to  be  applied  in  cases  involv¬ 
ing  the  price  of  natural  gas  imported 
into  the  United  States  from  the  Dominion 


of  Canada.  Northwest  in  the  alternative 
petitioned  for  the  issuance  of  a  Declara¬ 
tory  Order  to  remove  uncertainty  in  the 
area  of  this  Commission’s  regulation  of 
prices  in  cases  involving  the  importation 
of  Gas  from  Canada. 

A  public  conference  concerning  this 
matter  was  held  at  the  Commission  on 
May  10,  1974.  At  this  conference  North¬ 
west,  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Company,'  Great  Lakes  Transmission 
Company,  and  Pacific  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Company  presented  their  views  for 
the  record. 

Northwest  proposes  a  standard  of  the 
‘‘cheapest  alternate  supply  which  is  cur¬ 
rently  available”  as  an  appropriate  test 
for  this  Commission  in  measuring  price 
increases  for  existing  or  new  imports  of 
gas.  Northwest  submits  that  such  a 
standard  would  obviate  the  requirement 
for  advance  Commission  approval  of 
proposed  prices  under  section  3  or  4(e) 
of  the  Act  prior  to  flow-through  of  such 
prices  to  the  importing  pipeline’s  cus¬ 
tomers.  Furthermore,  Northwest  states 
that  under  this  standard  and  proposed 
scheme  of  regulation,  the  Commission 
can  adequately  protect  the  United  States 
consumers  under  Section  5  of  the  Act. 

Our  review  of  Northwest’s  petition 
does  not  convince  us  that  their  recom¬ 
mended  action  is  the  proper  response  to 
the  situation  involving  imports  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  from  Canada.  We  have  in 
cases  involving  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  and  Northwest  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP72-154  and  RP74-43,  Pacific  Gas 
Transmission  Company  in  Docket  No. 
RP73-111  and  Great  Lakes  Transmission 
Company  and  Midwestern  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  in  Docket  Nos.  G- 
18314,  et  al.,  undertaken  to  review  and 
examine  pipeline  import  price  proposals 
on  an  individual  company  basis.  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  in  this  way,  we  can  continue 
to  assure  the  United  States  consumers 
that  the  prices  they  pay  for  natural  gas 
are  just  and  reasonable,  as  required  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  We  do  not  believe 
that  Northwest’s  proposal  of  the  “cheap¬ 
est  alternate  supply  which  is  currently 
available”  as  a  standard  and  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  this  standard  would  provide  the 
protection  of  the  just  and  reasonable 
standard.  Accordingly,  we  shall  continue 
to  examine  each  case  on  its  own  merits 
judging  the  rates  In  each  instance 
against  the  statutorily  mandated  stand¬ 
ard  of  justness  and  reasonableness.  We 
shall  therefore  deny  Northwest’s  petition 
for  proposed  rulemaking  and  for  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  declaratory  order. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Continued  regulation  of  pipeline 
rates  under  the  Just  and  reasonable 
standard  is  required  to  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  protection  to  the  United  States  con¬ 
sumers. 

(2)  The  standard  proposed  by  North¬ 
west  is  not  appropriate  to  assure  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  rates 
charged  to  United  States  consumers. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  North¬ 
west  Pipeline  Corporation’s  petition  for 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and  its 
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petition  for  Issuance  of  a  declaratory 
order  are  hereby  denied. 

(B)  Hie  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-15945  Filed  7-11-74; 8: 45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP74-96 ) 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 
Order  Granting  Interventions 

July  8,  1974. 

On  May  31,  1974,  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  of  America  (Natural)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff1  to  provide  for  a  $58.3 
million  annual  increase  in  jurisdicitional 
revenues  above  the  revenues  collected 
under  the  rates  presently  in  effect  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  at  Docket  No.  RP73-110. 

Letters  of  protest  and  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  were  due  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  The  following  parties  filed  timely 
petitions  to  intervene  or  notices  of  inter¬ 
vention: 

Associated  Natural  Gas  Company 
Mississippi  River  Transmission  Corporation 
Central  Illinois  Light  Company 
Peoples  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company 
North  Shore  Gas  Company 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company 
Iowa  Power  and  Light  Company 
City  of  Chicago 

Iowa-IUinois  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Company 
Interstate  Power  Company 
United  Cities  Gas  Company 
Illinois  Power  Company 
Northern  Illinois  Gas  Company 
North  Central  Public  Service  Company 
Northern  Indiana  Public  Service  Company 
Corning  Natural  Gas  Corporation 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Wisconsin 

The  participation  of  the  above  named 
companies  and  state  commission  may  be 
in  the  public  interest  and  therefore 
their  timely  intervention  shall  be 
granted. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  participa¬ 
tion  of  the  above  named  parties  may  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above  named  parties  are  permitted  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
the  Commission  Order  of  June  12,  1974; 
Provided,  however,  That  participation 
of  said  intervenor  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  in¬ 
terests  specifically  set  forth  in  their 
petition  to  intervene,  and  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  The  admission  of  such  intervenor 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 


1  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1: 
Seventeenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6. 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  119. 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  120-A. 
Second  Revised  Volume  No.  2: 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  220. 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  270. 


the  Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  by  any  order  or  orders  entered 
In  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15958  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  «m] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-88] 

NORTH  PENN  GAS  CO. 

Order  Permitting  Late  Intervention 
July  8, 1974. 

On  June  12,  1974  New  York  State 
Electric  &  Gas  Corporation  (New  York) 
filed  an  untimely  petition  to  intervene 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding.  New 
York  alleges  that  it  has  a  substantial 
interest  in  this  proceeding  since  Com¬ 
ing  Natural  Gas  Corporation  (Coming) 
one  of  its  suppliers  of  natural  gas  will 
be  effected  by  North  Pain  Gas  Com¬ 
pany’s  (North  Penn)  increased  rates. 
Petitioner  states  that  most  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  charges  to  be  imposed  by  North 
Penn  on  its  sales  to  Coming  would  be 
borne  by  petitioner  through  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  Coming’s  PGA  Clause,  applica¬ 
ble  to  its  sales  to  petitioner,  as  contained 
in  Coming’s  gas  tariff  filed  with  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Commission  of  the  State  of 
New  York. 

Because  of  the  potential  effect  this 
proceeding  may  have  on  New  York,  we 
shall  allow  it  to  intervene  out  of  time. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  participa¬ 
tion  of  New  York  State  Electric  and  Gas 
Corporation  may  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  New  York 
is  permitted  to  intervene  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission  and  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  the  Commission 
Order  of  Provided,  however,  That  partic¬ 
ipation  of  said  intervenor  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  specifically  set  forth 
in  their  petition  to  intervene,  and  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenor  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or 
orders  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Tseal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15959  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phase  II)  ] 

PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

July  8,  1974. 
On  June  19,  1974,  Commission  Staff 
Counsel  filed  a  motion  for  an  extension 


of  the  procedural  dates  set  by  the  notice 
Issued  April  15, 1974,  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  in  the  above-de6ignated 
matter  are  extended  as  follows: 

Service  of  evidence  by  Cities  and  Northern 
California  Power  Agency,  April  1,  1976. 
Service  of  evidence  by  Staff,  May  1,  1976. 
Service  of  rebuttal  evidence,  June  3,  1976. 
Hearing,  June  17,  1975. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15960  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-7777  (Phase  II)  and  E-7796] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.,  PACIFIC 
POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Granting  Motion  To  Sever  Issues  and 
To  Consolidate  Severed  Issues  With  Al¬ 
ternate  Proceeding 

July  8,  1974. 

On  July  3,  1972,  Pacific  Power  &  Light 
Company  tendered  for  filing  in  Docket 
No.  E-7796  on  behalf  of  itself  and  six 
other  public  utilities1  an  Initial  rate 
schedule  for  the  sale  of  surplus  energy 
entitled  “The  Seven  Party  Agreement’* 
and,  by  order  issued  November  20,  1972, 
we  instituted  an  investigation  under  sec¬ 
tion  206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  into 
the  justness  and  reasonableness  of  that 
contract.  The  staff  advises  us  in  a  motion 
which  it  filed  on  June  5,  1974,  infra,  that 
the  investigation  has  proceeded  to  the 
point  that  approximately  150,000  pages 
of  documents  have  been  produced  pur¬ 
suant  to  discovery  requests. 

By  order  issued  March  14,  1974,  in 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-7777,  we  instituted  (and 
designated  as  Phase  II)  an  investigation 
under  section  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  into  the  justness  and  reasonableness 
of  four  contracts,  including  the  seven 
party  agreement.  The  staff  advises  us  in 
the  motion  which  it  filed  on  June  5,  1974, 
infra,  that  discovery  is  now  getting 
under  way  with  a  request  for  much  of 
the  material  which  has  been  produced  in 
Docket  No.  E-7796,  and  that  the  dis¬ 
covery  requests  in  Docket  No.  E-7777 
(Phase  II)  can  be  expected  to  be  at  least 
as  extensive  as  those  in  Docket  No.  E- 
7796. 

On  June  5,  1974,  the  staff  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  sever  the  issues  of  law  and  fact 
relating  to  the  seven  party  agreement 
from  Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phase  II)  and 
to  consolidate  such  severed  issues  with 
those  in  Docket  No.  E-7796,  asserting 


1  Of  the  seven  public  utility  companies, 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  Company,  Portland 
General  Electric  Company,  Puget  Sound 
Power  &  Light  Company  and  The  Washing¬ 
ton  Water  Power  Company  are  known  as  the 
“Pacific  Northwest  Companies”;  and  Pacific 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  San  Diego  Gas 
&  Electric  Company  and  Southern  California 
Edison  Company  are  known  as  the  "Cali¬ 
fornia  Edison  Company  are  known  as  the 
“California  Companies”. 
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that  the  issues  of  law  and  fact  relating 
to  The  Seven  Party  Agreement  are  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  in  both  dockets,  that 
such  action  would  avoid  a  duplication  of 
discovery  and  that  such  action  would 
result  in  an  earlier  decision  on  the  com¬ 
mon  issues.  While  the  scope  of  the  staff’s 
motion  is  not  as  clear  as  it  might  have 
been,  we  are  construing  and  treating  it 
as  one  to  sever,  and  then  to  consolidate, 
the  issues  of  law  and  fact  relating  to  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  The 
Seven  Party  Agreement. 

San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  in 
an  answer  filed  on  June  19,  1974,  and 
the  Pacific  Northwest  Companies  and 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  in 
separate  answers  filed  on  June  24,  1974, 
support  the  staff’s  motion.  The  Pacific 
Northwest  Companies  urge,  in  this  con¬ 
nection,  that  severance  and  consolidation 
would  not  prejudice  the  parties  to  either 
docket,  and  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  urges  that  severance  and  con¬ 
solidation  is  preferable  to  simple  consoli¬ 
dation  of  the  two  dockets  because  many 
of  the  parties  to  The  Seven  Party  Agree¬ 
ment  are  not  involved  in  the  other  con¬ 
tracts  being  investigated  in  Docket  No. 
E-7777  (Phase  ID . 

On  June  19,  1974,  the  cities  of  Ala¬ 
meda,  Healdsburg,  Lodi,  Lompoc,  Santa 
Clara  and  Ukiah,  California  (northern 
cities)  filed  an  answer  in  which  they  ex¬ 
press  their  belief  that  the  seven  party 
agreement  is  part  of  a  plan  and  pattern 
of  anticompetitive  conduct  of  Pacific  Gas 
and  Electric  Company.  They  state,  in  this 
connection,  that  they  do  not  object  to 
the  severance  if  the  issues  are  limited  to 
whether  the  seven  party  agreement 
should  be  modified  and,  if  so,  the  nature 
of  any  modification.*  But  they  do  oppose 
any  severance  which  would  have  “the 
effect  of  precluding  from  consideration 
in  Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phase  II)  any 
anticompetitive  acts  by  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  in  connection  with  the 
‘Seven  Party  Agreement’  and  related 
transactions  or  the  anticompetitive 
effect  of  that  agreement.”  Similarly,  they 
urge  that  evidence  of  anticompetitive 
activity  of  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  “with  respect  to  the  other  three 
contracts  under  investigation,  to  the 
extent  relevant  to  the  ‘Seven  Party 
Agreement’,  not  be  precluded  from  con¬ 
sideration  in  Docket  No.  E-7796.” 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  north¬ 
ern  cities’  objections  are  premised  in  the 
lack  of  clarity  which  we  have  noted  in 
the  scope  of  the  staff’s  motion.  By  sever¬ 
ing  and  consolidating  the  issues  of  law 
and  fact  relating  to  the  justness  and 


*  It  Is  not  clear  whether  the  northern  cities 
are  saying  that  they  have  no  objection  if  the 
issues  are  limited  to  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  The  Seven  Party  Agreement,  or 
whether  they  are  suggesting  that  the  scope 
of  the  investigation  in  Docket  No.  E-7796 
should  now  be  limited  to  the  specific  ques¬ 
tions  of  whether  that  contract  should  be 
modified' and,  if  so,  the  nature  of  any  modi¬ 
fications.  Assuming  the  latter,  we  do  not 
have  before  us  sufficient  Information  con¬ 
cerning  the  course  of  the  investigation  to 
make  such  a  determination. 


reasonableness  of  the  seven  party  agree¬ 
ment,  we  intend  to  make  no  changes  in 
the  scope  of  Docket  No.  E-7796.  We  are 
merely  removing  from  Docket  No.  E- 
7777  (Phase  ID  those  issues  relating  to 
the  justness  and  reasonableness  of* the 
seven  party  agreement  which  are  com¬ 
mon  to  the  two  dockets,  and  consolidat¬ 
ing  those  issues  with  Docket  No.  E-7796. 
As  the  northern  cities  point  out,  some 
of  the  issues  in  Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phase 
ID,  after  severance,  may  continue  to 
overlap  issues  in  Docket  No.  E-7796, 
after  consolidation.  For  example,  the 
seven  party  agreement  would  seem  to  be 
relevant  in  Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phase  II) 
to  the  question  of  whether  the  four  con¬ 
tracts  under  investigation  therein  are 
part  of  a  plan  or  pattern  of  anticom¬ 
petitive  conduct  of  Pacific  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  as  the  northern  cities 
claim;  and,  similarly,  the  other  three 
contracts  under  investigation  in  Docket 
No.  E-7777  (Phase  II) ,  or  some  of  them, 
could  conceivably  be  relevant  in  Docket 
No.  E-7796  to  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  seven  party  agreement. 
Accordingly,  while  it  appears  from  the 
information  which  is  before  us  that  it  is 
in  the  public  Interest  to  sever  and  con¬ 
solidate  the  common  issues  of  law  and 
fact  relating  to  the  seven  party  agree¬ 
ment,  we  are  not  precluding  further  re¬ 
alignment  of  these  proceedings  if  it 
should  develop  that  the  alignment  or¬ 
dered  herein  is  prejudicing  any  party  in 
developing  and  presenting  its  case. 

The  Commission  finds:  There  are 
common  questions  of  law  and  fact  in 
Docket  Nos.  E-7796  and  E-7777  (Phase 
II)  relating  to  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  seven  party  agreement. 

The  Commission  orders:  The  motion 
of  the  Commission  staff  to  sever  from 
Docket  No.  E-7777  (Phase  II)  the  issues 
of  law  and  fact  relating  to  the  justness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  seven  party 
agreement  and  to  consolidate  those  is¬ 
sues  for  the  purposes  of  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  with  Docket  No.  E-7796,  is  granted. 

By  the  Commission. 

rsEAtl  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-15961  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  R-389-B] 

SALES  OF  NATURAL  GAS 
Rate  Matters 

July  5,  1974. 

In  Opinion  No.  699,  issued  June  21, 
1974,  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B,  the  Com¬ 
mission  prescribed  a  single  uniform  na¬ 
tional  base  rate  for  jurisdictional  sales 
of  natural  gas  made;  (1)  from  wells  com¬ 
menced  on  or  after  January  1,  1973;  (2) 
pursuant  to  contracts  executed  on  or 
after  January  1,  1973,  for  gas  not  previ¬ 
ously  sold  in  interstate  commerce  (except 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  18  CFR 
§§  2.86,  2.70,  157.22  or  157.29),  or  (3) 
pursuant  to  contracts  executed  on  or 
after  January  1,  1973,  where  the  sales 
previously  had  been  made  under  an  un¬ 
limited  term  certificate  pursuant  to  a  gas 


sales  contract  which  had  expired  by  its 
own  terms.  When  a  seller  files  a  proposed 
Increased  rate  under  the  provisions  of 
Opinion  No.  699,  it  shall  not  be  entitled 
to  charge  and  collect  any  part  of  the 
proposed  increased  rate  in  excess  of  the 
prior  applicable  ceiling  rate  until  it  satis¬ 
factorily  demonstrates  in  .writing  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  its  filing, 
in  whole  or  in  part.  Additionally,  if  the 
increased  rate  filing  is  for  gas  produced 
in  the  Southern  Louisiana  area,  Texas 
Gulf  Coast  area.  Other  Southwest  area 
or  the  Permian  Basin  area,  a  waiver  must 
be  filed  accompanying  the  proposed  in¬ 
creased  rate  filing,  or  be  filed  in  support 
thereof,  in  accordance  with  §  2.56(h)  (11) 
as  promulgated  in  Ordering  Paragraph 
(A)  of  Opinion  No.  699. 

The  proposed  increased  rate  for  which 
such  support  shall  have  been  satisfac¬ 
torily  demonstrated  prior  to  September 
23,  1974,  will  be  made  effective  as  of 
June  21,  1974. 

When  application  is  made  for  certifi¬ 
cate  authority  to  initiate  a  sale  of  natural 
gas  at  a  rate  under  the  provisions  of 
Opinion  No.  699,  the  applicant-seller 
shall  include,  as  a  part  of  its  application, 
a  statement  in  writing  demonstrating  the 
applicability  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  Opinion  No.  699  to  the  sale  and  rate 
proposed  to  be  charged  and  collected. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15946  Filed  7-11-74,8:45  am] 
[Dockets  Nos.  RP73-64,  RP72-91  (Phase  II)  ] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  Denying  Rehearing 

July  5,  1974. 

On  May  10,  1974,  this  Commission  is¬ 
sued  an  order  permitting  PGAC  increase 
to  become  effective,  granting  waiver, 
and  granting  petition  to  intervene.  On 
June  5,  1974,  Alabama  Gas  Corporation 
(Alabama  Gas)  filed  an  application  for 
rehearing  of  this  order.  Alabama  Gas’ 
application  is  substantially  similar  to  its 
comments  and  protest  to  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company’s  (Southern)  fil¬ 
ing  of  April  4,  1974,  to  reflect  increased 
costs  of  gas  purchased  by  Southern  from 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United) . 
United’s  increase  was  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  of  April  6,  1974,  by 
Order  issued  May  6,  1974.1  Alabama  Gas 
correctly  states  that  the  placing  into 
effect  of  the  tariff  sheets  was  not  a 
matter  of  right,  but  required  waiver  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations.  Alabama 
Gas  also  asserts  that  good  cause  was  not 
shown  to  grant  Southern’s  request  for 
waiver  of  the  45-day  notice  period  prior 
to  the  effectiveness  of  any  PGA  rate 
increase. 

Alabama  Gas  states  that  the  purpose 
of  the  45-day  notice  period  is,  inter  alia, 
to  allow  time  for  the  pipeline  companies’ 

1  United  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation,  Docket 
No.  RP74-20,  issued  May  6, 1974. 
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customers  to  adjust  their  rates.  It  Is  also 
to  permit  the  Commission  to  verify  the 
rate  change  and  to  permit  the  pipeline 
companies  to  cure  deficiencies  without 
delay  of  the  rate  change.1  In  our  order 
of  May  10,  we  were  aware  of  Alabama 
Gas’  problem  In  recovering  any  Increase 
for  the  period  from  April  8  to  the  date 
of  the  Commission  order  approving 
Southern’s  Increase.*  However,  such 
problems  relate  to  matters  which  are  not 
within  our  jurisdiction.  We  cannot  defer 
our  determination  of  good  cause  for 
waiver  of  our  regulations  to  the  dif¬ 
ficulties  a  distributor-customer  of  a 
jurisdictional  pipeline  has  In  dealing 
with  its  state  regulatory  commission  re¬ 
lating  to  rate  Increases  granted  by  this 
Commission.  As  we  stated  In  our  order 
of  May  10,  “Section  154.38(d)  (4)  (lv)  of 
the  regulations  provides  that  PGA  rate 
changes  shall  be  filed  to  coincide  with 
the  effective  date  of  pipeline  supplier 
rate  changes.  Southern,  as  a  customer  of 
United,  may  properly  track  these  In¬ 
creased  rates  as  of  April  6, 1974.“  (mlmeo 
at  2). 

We  note  that  Alabama  Gas  stated  In  Its 
original  protest  In  this  matter  that  it  be¬ 
lieved  that  this  problem  was  generally 
common  to  all  gas  distribution  customers 
of  Southern.  However,  no  other  protest 
or  application  for  rehearing  has  been 
filed  In  this  proceeding.  While  not  con¬ 
clusive,  this  failure  of  other  distribution 
customers  to  protest  or  seek  rehearing 
leads  us  to  believe  that  this  problem  Is 
not  common,  but  of  particular  appli¬ 
cability  to  Alabama  Gas. 

We  note  also  that  by  order  Issued 
March  29,  1974,  we  rejected  a  filing  by 
Southern  which  sought  to  Include  In¬ 
creased  producer  costs  reflecting  Louisi¬ 
ana  severance  taxes  earlier  than  they 
would  otherwise  be  Included  under 
Southern’s  approved  PGA  clause.4  The 
order  rejecting  Southern’s  Increase  was 
-without  prejudice  to  Southern’s  filing 
of  new  tariff  sheets  reflecting  purchased 
gas  cost  adjustments  properly  Includable 
under  Its  PGA  clause.  The  March  29, 
1974,  order  also  rejected  a  proposed  rate 
Increase  by  Southern’s  supplier,  United 
without  prejudice  to  "United  refiling  to 
reflect  other  adjustments,  such  as  those 
which  might  be  Indicated  by  Commis¬ 
sion  Opinion  No.  671.”  (mlmeo  at  3) .  We 
believe  that  the  March  23,  1974  order 
provided  distributor  customers  of  South¬ 
ern  with  sufficient  notice  of  a  possible 
change  In  United’s  and  Southern’s  rates 
which  might  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  of  the  original  proposed  ef¬ 
fective  dates. 

In  view  of  the  above,  Alabama  Gas’ 
application  for  rehearing  should  be 
denied. 

The  Commission  finds:  Alabama  Gas’ 
application  for  rehearing  raises  no  facts 
or  points  of  law  which  would  provide  an 


*  Order  No.  452,  Issued  April  14,  1972, 
mlmeo  at  5. 

*  Mlmeo  at  2. 

‘  United  Gas  Pipe  Lina  Company,  et  al- 
Docket  Noe.  RP72-75,  et  aU  Issued  March  29, 
1974. 


adequate  basis  for  modification  of  our 
prior  order  permitting  the  PGA  Increase 
to  become  effective. 

77ic  Commission  orders:  (A)  Alabama 
Gas’  application  for  rehearing,  filed  on 
June  5, 1974,  Is  denied. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  In  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15962  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  B-8614] 

SOUTHERN  SERVICES,  INC. 

Order  Granting  Application  for  Rehearing, 
Denying  Motion,  Granting  Late  Petition 
to  Intervene,  and  Amending  Prior  Order 

July  5, 1974. 

On  June  7, 1974,  Alabama  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Georgia  Power  Company,  Missis¬ 
sippi  Power  Company,  and  Gulf  Power 
Company  (Companies) 1  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  a  Joint  Application  for  Rehearing 
of  the  Commission’s  Suspension  Order 
Issued  May  8,  1974,  In  the  above  refer¬ 
enced  docket,  and  a  Petition  to  Intervene. 
The  Companies  also  tendered  for  filing  a 
Joint  Motion  to  Postpone  the  Hearing 
pending  final  resolution  of  a  settlement 
proposal  in  Docket  Nos.  E-7548  and 
E-8170. 

Our  order  of  May  8,  1974,  concluded 
that  the  proposed  amendment  to  the  in¬ 
terchange  agreement,  which  would  revise 
the  costs  of  pool  related  transactions, 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful  and  therefore,  we  suspended 
the  proposed  amendment  for  one  day 
until  May  10, 1974,  and  set  the  matter  for 
hearing. 

The  Companies  make  the  following 
assertions:  (1)  since  they  are  the  real 
parties  in  Interest  in  this  proceeding,  the 
Companies  request  that  they  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene;  (2)  the  present  con¬ 
troversy  would  be  rendered  moot  by  the 
proposed  settlement  agreement  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-7548  and  E-8170,  and  accordingly, 
the  Companies  request  that  the  proce¬ 
dural  dates  In  this  proceeding  be  post¬ 
poned  until  after  Commission  review  of 
the  aforementioned  settlement  proposal: 
and  (3)  the  present  effective  date  of 
May  10, 1974,  Is  unreasonable  because  the 
parties  to  the  Interchange  agreement 
have  been  operating  pursuant  to  the 
amended  agreement  from  January  1, 
1974,  and  the  application  of  the  1973 
amendment  to  the  first  four  months  of 
1974  would  result  In  the  Inequitable  al¬ 
location  of  costs  among  the  Companies. 


*  The  proposed  settlement  would  be  be¬ 
tween  Georgia  Power  Company  and  Its  whole¬ 
sale  customers,  some  of  whom  have  Inter¬ 
vened  In  this  proceeding. 

1  These  Companies  are  parties  to  an  Inter¬ 
connection  agreement  which  authorizes 
Southern  Services,  Inc.,  to  act  as  their  agent 
In  effecting  agreements  with  outside  utility 
systems  and  among  affiliated  Companies  for 
pool  related  transactions. 


The  Companies  state  that,  should  the 
Commission  determine  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  Is  unlawful,  they  will  make  appro¬ 
priate  refunds  from  January  1, 1974. 

With  regard  to  the  Companies’  appli¬ 
cation  for  rehearing  to  revise  the  effec¬ 
tive  date,  we  note  that  normally  such  a 
retroactive  change  would  jeopardize  our 
ability  to  protect  the  consumer  against 
unlawful  rates.*  However,  since  the  Com¬ 
panies  have  agreed  to  make  refunds,  If 
necessary,  from  January  1,  1974,  we  will 
grant  the  application. 

We  Shall  deny' the  Companies’  motion 
for  postponement  of  the  procedural  dates 
because  even  our  final  approval  of  the 
proposed  settlement.  If  granted,  would  • 
not  determine  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  In  the  Interchange  agree¬ 
ment  nor  the  appropriateness  of  the 
agreement  as  a  cost  allocation  tool.  We 
believe,  however,  that  good  cause  exists 
to  permit  the  Companies  to  Intervene  In 
this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds; 

(1)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  the 
Companies’  application  for  rehearing  for 
the  purpose  of  revising  the  effective  data* 
set  forth  in  the  Commission ’a  order  of 
May  8, 1974. 

(2)  The  motion  to  postpone  should  be 
denied. 

(3)  Participation  by  the  Companies 
hi  this  proceeding  may  be  In  the  public 
Interest  and  good  cause  exists  to  grant 
the  Companies’  late  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  ap¬ 
plication  for  rehearing  of  the  Companies, 
filed  on  June  7,  1974,  Is  hereby  granted 
to  permit  an  effective  date  of  January  1, 
1974,  for  the  Companies’  filing  of  April  8^ 
1974,  subject  to  refund  pursuant  to  the 
Companies’  agreement. 

(B)  The  Companies’  motion  to  post¬ 
pone  the  procedural  dates  Is  hereby 
denied. 

(C)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  granted  permission  to  Intervene 
In  these  proceedings,  subject  to  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  participation  of 
such  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  rights  and  interests  speci¬ 
fically  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene;  and  Provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  such  intervenors  shall  not 
be  considered  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  it  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  Issued  by  the 
Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  In  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-15963  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


•  Northeast  Utilities  Company,  -  FPC 

- ,  Docket  Nos.  E-8756  et  al.  (issued  May  31. 

1974);  and  Boston  Edison  Company,  - 

FPC - ,  Docket  No.  E-8810  (Issued  June  21, 

1974) . 
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[Docket  No.  CP74-328] 

SOUTHWEST  GAS  COUP. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  8, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  24,  1974, 
Southwest  Gas  Corporation  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  1450,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89101, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-328  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of  a 
tap  facility  at  Kingsbury  Grade  on  the 
South  Tahoe  Lateral  of  Applicant’s 
Northern  Nevada  Transmission  System, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  a  tap  and  appurtenant 
facilities  to  enable  Applicant  to  deliver 
volumes  of  gas  to  Priority  1  residential 
users  in  the  162-unit  Tahoe  Village  con¬ 
dominium  development.  Applicant  states 
that  the  volumes  to  be  delivered  will  be 
approximately  94  Mcf  on  an  average  day 
with  peak  day  requirements  of  250  Mcf, 
equalling  about  34,344  Mcf  annually.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  its  pipeline  facilities 
presently  have  adequate  capacity  to 
make  the  contemplated  deliveries. 

Applicant  asserts  that  grant  of  the 
requested  authorization  will  increase 
high  priority  utilization  of  Applicant’s 
existing  gas  supply  and  will  make  natural 
gas  service  available  to  isolated,  small 
usage,  residential  customers,  all  of  whom 
have  no  available  source  of  alternate  fuel. 

Applicant  states  that  total  cost  of  the 
proposed  facility  is  estimated  to  be  ap¬ 
proximately  $8,530  which  will  be  fi¬ 
nanced  through  an  advance  made  by  the 
developer  of  the  Tahoe  Village  develop¬ 
ment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  29, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  tak¬ 
en  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commision  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commisison  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commision  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 


the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15764  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am[ 


[Docket  No.  E-82 15] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing  of  Interim  Rates 

July  5, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  24,  1974, 
Union  Electric  Company  (Union)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  Interim  Rates  to  be 
charged  Missouri  Power  &  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (MP&L)  under  the  terms  of  an 
Electric  Service  Agreement  between  Un¬ 
ion  and  MP&L,  which  agreement  is  FPC 
Electric  Tariff  No.  49.  Union  states  that 
the  proposed  interim  rates  are  being 
filed  to  become  effective  on  bills  ren¬ 
dered  on  and  after  June  1, 1974,  and  will 
decrease  the  rate  increase  presently  be¬ 
ing  collected  by  Union  subject  to  refund 
from  MP&L  from  approximately  31.6 
percent  to  16.7  percent. 

Union  states  that  these  interim  rates 
are  those  contained  in  a  settlement  pro¬ 
posal  which  is  presently  pending  before 
the  Commission.  Union  further  states 
that  it  will  make  these  changes  effective 
in  bills  rendered  in  June,  1974,  and 
thereafter  in  order  to  coincide  with  an 
increase  in  retail  electric  rates  which  is 
being  put  into  effect  by  MP&L,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission.  According  to  Union  the  re¬ 
duction  of  the  rates  to  the  level  con¬ 
tained  in  the  settlement  will  minimize 
the  amount  of  refund  payable  by  Union 
to  MP&L. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  July  15,  1974.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  it  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Persons  pres¬ 
ently  parties  to  this  proceeding  need  not 
file  additional  petitions  to  Intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15965  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8867J 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP. 

Tariff  Change 

July  5,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Public 
Service  Corporation,  on  June  24,  1974 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  3,  No. 
6,  No.  7,  No.  9,  No.  13,  No.  24,  No.  25,  and 
No.  27.  The  proposed  changes  would  in¬ 
crease  revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales 
and  service  by  $1,116,306  based  on  the 
12-month  period  ending  July  31, 1975. 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation 
states  that  the  proposed  rate  increase  is 
necessary  to  meet  rising  financial  and 
operating  costs.  The  proposed  effective 
date  of  the  rates  contained  in  the  filing 
is  August  26,  1974. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  public  utility’s  jurisdictional  custom¬ 
ers,  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Wisconsin,  and  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  of  Michigan. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
Petition  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  19, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  persons 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
Petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15966  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8798] 

WESTERN  MASSACHUSETTS  ELECTRIC 
COMPANY 

Supplemental  Filing 

July  5,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  21,  1974 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (Western  Massachusetts)  tendered 
for  filing  supplemental  information  in 
addition  to  and  in  partial  replacement  of 
materials  in  this  docket  on  May  16,  1974 
filed  with  the  Commission. 

Western  Massachusetts  supplements 
prior  materials  with  a  12-month  com¬ 
parative  sales  and  revenues  statement: 
computations  showing  1973  and  1974 
energy  responsibility  allocation  factors: 
computations  showing  1973  and  1974 
demand  allocation  factors:  estimated 
1973  energy  losses  and  1974  sales  under 
the  proposed  rates;  a  comparative  state¬ 
ment  of  service  costs  and  proposed  reve¬ 
nues  for  1973;  and  1974  supporting  work- 
papers.  Western  Massachusetts  requests 
that  its  rate  filing  be  made  effective  on 
June  15, 1974. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE„  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  19, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  persons 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15967  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  E-8867] 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP. 

Tariff  Change 

July  5,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Public 
Service  Corporation,  on  June  24,  1974 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  3,  No. 
6,  No.  7,  No.  9,  No.  13,  No.  24,  No.  25, 
and  No.  27.  The  proposed  changes  would 
Increase  revenues  from  Jurisdictional 
sales  and  service  by  $1,116,306  based  on 
the  12-month  period  ending  July  31, 1975. 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation 
states  that  the  proposed  rate  increase  is 
necessary  to  meet  rising  financial  and 
operating  costs.  The  proposed  effective 
date  of  the  rates  contained  in  the  filing 
Ls  August  26, 1974. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 


the  public  utility’s  jurisdictional  custom¬ 
ers,  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Wisconsin,  and  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  of  Michigan. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  Peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1*8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  19,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
persons  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  Petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-15969  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


{Docket  Nos.  RI74-115,  et  a!.] 

MESA  PETROLEUM  CO.  ET  AL 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund 1 

July  3.  1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  Juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
In  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 


1  Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the 
public  Interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that 
the  supplements  herein  be  suspended 
and  their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered 
below. 

The  Commission  orders :  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until’’  column.  Each  of  these  supple¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  without  any  further 
action  by  the  Respondent  or  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Each  Respondent  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  procedure  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
ls  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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Apfxndix  A 


Rat*  Bap- 

Docket  Respondent  ached-  ple- 

No.  nle  meat 

No.  No. 


Amount  Date 
Purchaser  and  producing  area  of  filing 
annual  tendered 
increase 


Rate  in 

Effective  Date  Cents  per  Mcf*  effect  sub¬ 
date  suspended  -  jectto 

unless  until —  Rate  in  Proposed  refund  in 

suspended  effect  increased  dockets 

rate  Nos. 


RI74-115..  Mesa  Petroleum  Co - 


RI74-U6 . do . 

RI74-116. . do . 

RI74-116 . ..do _ 

RI74-1 15 . do . 

RI74-115 . do . . 

R 174-1X6  . . do . 

1M74-115 . do . 

R 1 74-1 15 _ do . 

R174-115 _ do . 

RI74-115 _ do. . 

RI74-115 _ do . 

R171-30...  It.  L.  Hunt. 


•47 


•48 

•49 

•60 


•63 

66 


•  59 
40 


RI74-100. .  Northwest  Production  Corp. 


4  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (acreage 
in  San  Juan  and  Rio  Arriba 
Counties,  N.  Me*.,  San  Juan 
Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Area). 

41 . do .  16, 549  6-  4-74 

_ do . 

11  . do . . . 

12  _ do . 

45 . do . - 

_ do . 

_ do . . . 

_ do . 

. do.. . 

. do . 

. do . . . 

Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 

(Stoneview  Field,  Burke  and 
Divine  Counties,  N.  Dak., 

Montana-Dakota  Sub  Area) 

(Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

Northwest  Pipeliue  Corp.,  (Vari¬ 
ous  Fields,  San  Juan  and  Rio 
Arriba  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  San 
Juan  Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky 
Mountain  Area). 


$1,098  6-  4-74  .  7-  2-74 


•26.2844  RI74-115. 


20 
1  33 


796 

262 

396 

2,587 

92 

1,610 

6,479 

47 

6,973 

12 


6-  4-74  . 
6-  4-74  . 
6-  4-74  . 

5-  4-74 

6-  4-74 
6-  4-74  . 
6-  4-74 
6-  4-74 
6-  4-74 
6-  4-74 
6-  7-74 


7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
7-  2-74 
8-8-74 


» '  24. 6  •  >  l  24. 7680  R174-115. 

RI74-145. 
RI74-115. 
R174-115. 
RI74-115. 
RI74-U5. 
R 174-1 15. 
R174-115. 
RI74-115. 
RI74-115. 
RI74-115. 
RI74-30. 


• 1  28. 5  *•'28.8117 

1  5  •  26. 0  »•  •  *26.2844 
• ' 24. 5  » • '  24. 7680 

> '  24. 5  •  •  r  24. 7680 

•'28.5  »•'  28.8117 

•  '  24. 6  •  »  '  24.  7680 

*•'24.5  ""  24.7680 
••26.5207  ••526.8108 

•'28.5  ••'28.8117 

•  5  1126.0  »  5  5  *  26.2844 
'  *  26. 0  '  *  26.  5 


5, 533  6-10-74 


RI74-100 _ do 

R174-100  . do 


7-2-74  •‘•24.98  *  3  10  25.2533  R174-100. 


RI74-100  . do 


R 174-100^ . do 

R 174-100 . do 

RI74-100 . do 

RI74-100 . do 

RI74-100 . do 


.  3 

7  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Rio 
Arriba  County,  N.  Mex.,  San 
Juan  Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky 
Mountain  Area). 

55 

6-10-74  _ 

7-2-74 

» >•  24. 98 

•  3 1»  25. 2533 

R174-100. 

,  .  4 

15  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Dakota 
Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mox.,  San  Juan  Basin  Sub  Area) 
(Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

4 

6-10-74  _ 

7-2-74 

*  >»  24. 98 

*  3  >•  25.  2533 

R174-100. 

_ do . . . . 

(>*) 

6-10-74  . . 

7-2-74 

•  »  28.  5 

s«»  28. 8118 

RI74-100. 

_do_ 

_do_ 

_do. 

_do. 


('*) 

(12) 


(>») 


6-10-74 
„  6-10-74 
6-10-74 
6-10-74 


7-2-74 

7-2-74 

7-2-74 

7-2-74 


*  '•  24. 98 

•  “  28. 5 
•>•24.98 

•  »  28.  5 


*  » >•  25.  2533 
»•“  28.8118 

*  •  >•  25. 2533 
••“28. 8118 


RI74-100. 

RI74-100. 

RT74-100. 

R174-100. 


•Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  15.025  lb/ln«a. 

>  Excludes  acreage  added  by  Supplement  No.  32. 

*  Applicable  to  production  from  wells  completed  prior  to  June  1, 1970. 

t  Reflects  contractual  tax  reimbursement  for  the  1.25  percent  increase  m  the  New 
Mexico  gas  severance  lax. 

•  Applies  to  acreage  added  by  Supplement  No.  22. 

5  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  downward  from  1,000  Btu  and  upward  from  l,0o0  Btu. 


•  Applicable  to  production  from  wells  completed  on  and  after  June  1 , 1970. 
7  Exclusive  of  Btu  adjustment. 

•  Considered  “new  gas”  pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  639. 

9  The  pressure  base  is  14.73  lb/in  *a. 

10  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  up  from  1,050  and  down  from  1,000  Btu. 

»  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  up  and  down  from  1,000  Btu. 

>*  No  deliveries  of  gas  at  present  time. 


The  proposed  periodic  increase  of  H.  L- 
Hunt  exceeds  the  applicable  area  ceiling 
under  Order  No.  453,  and  it  is  suspended  for 
one  day. 

The  other  proposed  increases  reflect  only 
contractual  tax  reimbursement  for  the  1.25 
percent  increase  in  the  New  Mexico  Gas 
Severance  Tax  (which  goes  into  effect  on 
July  1,  1974),  but  the  underlying  rates  are 
being  collected  subject  to  refund.  These  tax 
increases  are  suspended  for  one  day  from  the 
proposed  July  1,  1974,  in  the  existing  sus¬ 
pension  proceedings. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  Increased  rate  is  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  669, 
issued  June  21,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B, 
no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  Increase  above 
the  prior  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  may 
be  made  effective  until  the  seller  submits 
a  statement  in  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  the  partic¬ 
ular  increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or  in 
part.  The  proposed  increased  rates  for 
which  such  support  shall  have  been  satis¬ 
factorily  demonstrated  prior  to  September  23, 
1974,  will  be  made  effective  as  of  June  21, 
1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-15815  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RI74-99,  etc.] 

PWG  PARTNERSHIP  ET  AL 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  1 

July  3,  1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
In  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that 
the  supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections 
4  and  15,  the  Regulations  pertaining 


•Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


thereto  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column.  Each  of  these  supple¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  without  any  further 
action  by  the  Respondent  or  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Each  Respondent  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  procedure  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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Appendix  A 


Rat*  Bop- 

Docket  Respondent  ached-  pie¬ 
's)  o.  ule  ment 

No.  No. 


R 174-99...  PWG  Partnership .  1  17 


R174-99 . do . 

RI74-99 . do .  2  9 


RT74-99.r.— —  do.....  -r. . . - — 

R174-99 . do .  11 3  20 


R174-99 . do . ----- 

R174-99 . do . . - .  4  6 


R174-99 . do . s . i . 

R 174-99 . do .  5  11 

RT74-99 . 

R 172-110. .  Amerada  Hess  Corp .  2  8 


RT72-110 . do .  49  12 


Amount 

Purchaser  and  producing  area  of 

annual 

increase 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Blanco  $895 

Mesa  Verde  and  South  Blanco 
Pictured  Cliffs  Fields,  Rio 
Arriba  County,  N.  Me*.) 

(Rocky  Mountain  area). 

. 213 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (South  7 

Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs  Field, 

Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Me*.) 

(Rocky  Mountain  area). 

.  13 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Blanco  ('•) 
Mesa  Verde  and  South  Blanco 
Pictured  Cliffs  Fields,  Rio 
Arriba  County,  N.  Mex.) 

(Rocky  Mountain  area). 

.  <“) 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Basin  9 

Dakota  Field,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  N.  Mex.)  (Rocky 
Mountain  area). 

13 

.  255 

. - . . .  525 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Blanco  2,881 

Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 

Mex.)  (Rocky  Mountain  area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (San  954 

Juan  Field,  Rio  Arriba  County, 

N.  Mex.)  (Rocky  Mountain 
area). 


Date  Effective  Date 

filing  date  euspended 

tendered  unless  until— 

suspended 


•  ^  3  74  . .  ‘7-2-74 


•6-3-74 .  *12-4-74 

•  6-  3-74 .  »  7-  2-74 


•6-3-74 . . .  *12-4-74 

6-  3-74  • .  *  7-  2-74 


6-  3-74 .  *8-  4-74 

•6-3-74 .  *  7-  2-74 


•  6-  3-74  . . . .  •  12-  4-74 

•6-3-74 .  ‘7-2-74 

•6-3-74 .  (Hill) 

6-10-74  . . .  7-  2-74 


>  6-10-74 . ; .  7-  2-74 


Rate  in 

Cent*  per  Mcf*  effect  sub- 


Rate  In  Proposed  refund  in 
effect  increased  dockets 
rate  Nos. 


26.0 

“  '4  26. 2844 

R 174  99. 

26.0 

•‘28.8117 

R1 74-99. 

26.0 

»  ‘  >4  26.  2844 

R1 74-99. 

26.0 

••  28.8117 

R174-99. 

26.0 

»  ‘  >•  26.  2844 

R174-99. 

26.0 

“28. 8117 

R174-99. 

26.0 

•  “4  26.  2844 

R 174-99. 

26.0 

“28. 8117 

R 174-99. 

26.0 

“  >•  26.  2844 

RI74-99. 

26.0 

“28.8117 

R174-99. 

29.23 

•29.  51 

RI72-110. 

29.23 

29.  51 

R172-110. 

•Culess  otherwise  slated,  the  pressure  base  is  15.025  psia. 

1  As  amended  June  19, 1974. 

:  Plus  applicable  (axes  and  subject  to  Btu  adjustment  per  opinion  No.  658. 

3  Reflects  contractual  reimbursement  for  the  1.25  percent  increase  in  Hie  New 
Mexico  severance  tax. 

4  Increase  to  28.5  cents  contract  rate  plus  contractual  reimbursement  for  the  1.25 
percent  increase  in  the  Now  Mexico  severance  tax. 

6  For  gas  from  wells  completed  prior  to  June  1. 1970. 

•  For  gas  from  wells  completed  subsequent  to  June  1, 1970. 

:  Sales  under  basic  contract  and  supplement  No.  1  arc  covered  by  opinion  No.  658. 


•  Sales  under  supplements  Nos.  3  and  4  are  covered  by  order  No.  435. 

'  As  amended  June  10, 1974. 

Not  stated. 

“  The  proposed  rate  increase  is  suspended  until  Dec.  4.  1974,  insofar  as  the  sales 
are  covered  by  opinion  No.  658  and  until  Aug.  4, 1974,  insofar  as  the  sales  are  covered 
by  order  No.  435. 

13  Not  used. 

•*  Considered  "new  gas",  pursuant  to  opinion  No.  639. 

14  The  pressure  base  is  14.73  psia. 


Some  of  the  proposed  increases  reflect  only 
contractual  tax  reimbursement  for  the  1.25 
percent  Increase  in  the  New  Mexico  Gas 
Severance  Tax  (which  goes  into  effect  on 
July  1,  1974),  but  the  underlying  rates  are 
being  collected  subject  to  refund.  These  tax 
Increases  are  suspended  for  one  day  from 
the  proposed  July  1,  1974,  effective  date  in 
the  existing  suspension  proceedings. 

The  other  increases  reflect  an  Increase  in 
the  contract  rate,  in  addition  to  the  tax  in¬ 
crease  due  to  the  increase  in  the  New  Mexico 
tax.  These  increases  are  suspended  for  five 
months  where  the  sales  are  covered  by  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  658  and  for  one  day  from  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  60  day  notice  period  where  the 
sales  are  covered  by  Order  No.  435. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  Increased  rate  Is  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinon  No.  699,  is¬ 
sued  June  21,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B, 
no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  increase  above 
the  prior  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  may  be 
made  effective  until  the  seller  submits  a 
statement  in  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  the  par¬ 
ticular  increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or  in 
part.  The  proposed  increased  rates  for  which 
such  support  shall  have  been  satisfactorily 
demonstrated  prior  to  September  23,  1974, 
will  be  made  effective  as  of  June  21,  1974. 

|FR  Doc.74-15816  Filed  7-11-74, 8. 45  ami 


[Docket  Nos.  RI75-1,  et  ai.] 

SKELLY  OIL  CO.  ET  AL 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  to  Refund  1 

July  3, 1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held  con¬ 


cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column.  Each  of  these  supple¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  without  any  further  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  Respondent  or  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Each  Respondent  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  procedure  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 


‘Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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Appendix  A 


Docket 

No. 


Rate  Sap- 

Respondent  ached-  pie-  Purchaser  and  producing  area 

uie  meet 
No.  No. 


Amount  Date  Effective  Date 

of  filing  date  suspended 

annual  tendered  unless  un til- 

increase  suspended 


CenU  per  MoT 


Rate  In 
effect 


Rate  in 
effect  sub- 
•  lent  to 
Proposed  refund  in 
increased  dockets 
rate  Noe. 


Atlantic  Richfield  Co......  - 

376 

‘11 

•12  . 

Sun  Oil  Co . 

60 

1-18 

1-19  . 

HT75-1  Skeily  Oil  Co  _ 

48 

18  . 

i _ do _ 

RI75-2..-X3  Union  Oil  Co.  of  Californio.. 

70 

11 

K'-'-.do . . 

130 

8  . 

RI74-70...  Phillips  Petroleum  Co . 

509 

7 

BI7A  269..  Texaco,  Inc . 

179 

u  2-11 

RI73  269 . -do . 

Continental  Oil  Co . 

180 

>’  15 

M  16 

RI74-124-  Skeily  Oil  Co . 

265 

7 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Eldo-  . 
rado  Gas  Plant,  Schleicher 
County,  Tex.)  (Permian  Basin). 

- do . 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Eumont  Field.  Lea  County, 
N.  Mex.)  (Permian  Basin). 

.....do . . 

do. 


6-13-74  6-21-T4  **  Accepted . ...„.2 


1,460 


6-13-74 

6-12-74 


» 6-21-74  »  Accepted 

»  7-  1-T4  **  Accepted 


*16.8 

>32.6 


*35.0 

*32.957 


1,959 
3,473 

.do .  16,260 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Level- 
land  Field,  Cochran  County, 
Tex.)  (Permian  Basin). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  "(South 
Carlsbad  Field,  Eddy  County, 
N.  Mex.)  (Permian  Basin). 

West  Texas  Gathering  Co.  (Em¬ 
peror  and  South  Kermit  Fields, 
Winkler  County,  Tex.)  (Per¬ 
mian  Basin). 


Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Bell 
Lake  Unit,  Lea  County,  N. 
Mex.)  (Permian  Basin). 

. do . . . . . 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Cedar 
Canyon  Unit,  Eddy  County, 
N.  Mex.)  (PermianBasin). 


6-12-74  ’6-21-74  « Accepted  *42.6  43.079 

6-  6-74  *  7-  1-74  “Accepted  **22.43  **22.6362 

6-  6-74  . .  12-  7-74  *  •  22. 6362  “  23. 6204 

6-  3-74  .  (*)  17.8019  18.8191 

6-  5-74  . («)  17.8019  18.8191 

6-3-74 .  (“)  37.0  37.4163  RI74-70. 

1*32,790  6-17-74  . ^  8-14-74  29.51  “30.5642 

6-17-74  ..n . .  8-14-74  29.51  *»  42. 1675  RI73-269. 

6-17-74  6-21-74  *>  Accepted . ^ 


692 


608 

833 


.**707,239 


(“) 

11,655 


6-17-74 

6-17-74 


*•  6-21-74  »  Accepted 

.  7-2-74 


24.0243  45.0 

37.0  37.4047  RI74-124. 


•Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  Is  14.65  psia. 

*  Contract  amendment  providing  for  the  drilling  of  additional  wells  on  previously 
dedicated  acreage  and  prescribes  a  new  pricing  schedule  for  production  from  such 
veils. 

*  Subject  to  quality  adjustments  pursuant  to  opinion  No.  662. 

*  Applicable  only  to  production  from  wells  drilled  on  Virgil  J.  Powell  Tract  “A” 
and  Virgil  J.  Powell  “B”  lands  pursuant  to  supplement  No.  11. 

*  The  portion  of  the  rate  not  exceeding  the  ceiling  rate  in  opinion  No.  662  is  accepted 
as  of  Aug.  1,  1974,  the  contractually  due  date,  and  the  portion  exceeding  such  ceiling 
rate  Is  suspended  for  5  mos  until  Jan.  1, 1975. 

*  Effective  date  of  the  1.25  percent  increase  in  the  New  Mexico  severance  tax  levied 
on  gas  producers. 

*  Suspended  in  docket  No.  RI74-175. 

*  Pursuant  to  opinion  No.  699. 

'  Converted  from  23.0  cents  at  15.025  psia. 

*  Converted  from  23.2156  cents  at  16.025  psia. 

*•  Converted  from  24.2250  cents  at  15.025  psia. 

**  The  proposed  rate  is  accepted  as  of  July  1,  1974,  Insofar  as  it  relates  to  sales  from 


the  Canyon  Formation  and  is  suspended  in  docket  No.  RI74-70  until  July  2,  1974, 
Insofar  as  It  relates  to  sales  from  the  Atoka  and  Morrow  formations. 

11  Not  used. 

**  Not  used. 

**  Amends  prior  rate  increase  to  30.5642*/Mcf  and  42.1575*/Mcf  currently  suspended 
In  docket  No.  BI73-289  to  show  that  the  42.15.75-cent  rate  applies  only  to  the  Devo¬ 
nian  and  Wolfcamp  Formation  production  and  the  42.1575-cent  rate  applies  to  all 
other  production  under  the  contract. 

“  Applicable  to  all  production  under  the  related  contract  except  from  the  Wolf- 
camp  and  Devonian  Formations. 

*•  Applicable  to  production  from  the  Wolfcamp  and  Devonian  Formations. 

*’  Agreement  defining  a  “new  reservoir”  and  providing  that  all  such  “new  reser¬ 
voirs”  will  be  subject  to  an  agreement  dated  May  1, 1973. 

1  •  No  current  production. 

*•  Or  the  date  of  initial  delivery  whichever  is  later  pursuant  to  opinion  No.  699. 

*«  Applicable  to  production  pursuant  to  supplement  No.  15. 

**  Accepted  to  become  effeciivc  as  of  the  date  set  forth  in  the  “Effective  date  unless 
suspended’  ’  column. 


The  proposed  rates  of  Atlantic,  Continental 
and  Sun  do  not  exceed  the  national  rate,  as 
adjusted,  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  699,  and 
they  are  accepted. 

With  respect  to  Skelly’s  proposed  Increases 
under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  48,  one 
la  accepted  because  it  does  not  exceed  the 
applicable  celling  established  In  Opinion  No. 
662  and  the  other  is  suspended  for  five 
months  because  it  does  exceed  such  ceiling. 
Skelly’s  tax  Increase  under  Its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  266  Is  suspended  for  one  day 
inasmuch  as  the  underlying  rate,  which  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  ceiling  in  Opinion  No.  662,  Is  in 
effect  subject  to  refund. 

Union’s  increases  are  accepted  Insofar  as 
they  do  not  exceed  the  Opinion  No.  662  cell¬ 
ing  and  suspended  for  five  months  insofar 
as  they  exceed  such  celling. 

Phillips’  tax  Increase  Is  accepted  insofar  as 
it  relates  to  sales  from  the  Canyon  Forma¬ 
tion  because  the  rate  does  not  exceed  the 
celling  in  Opinion  No.  662  and  is  suspended 
until  July  2, 1974  insofar  as  it  relates  to  sales 
from  the  Morrow  and  Atoka  Formations  be¬ 
cause  it  exceeds  the  applicable  ceiling  under 
Opinion  No.  662. 

Texaco  has  filed  a  corrective  Increase  to 
reflect  that  the  42.1575*  per  Mcf  rate  cur¬ 
rently  under  suspension  until  August  14, 
1974,  in  Docket  No.  RI73-269  applies  only  to 
certain  production  and  that  the  remaining 
production  should  receive  a  lesser  rate  of  30.- 
5642*  rate.  Texaco’s  corrective  increase  will 
be  suspended  until  August  14,  1974,  In 
the  existing  suspension  proceeding. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  Increased  rate  Is  filed 


under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699,  is¬ 
sued  June  21,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B, 
no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  Increase  above 
the  prior  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  may  he 
made  effective  until  the  seller  submits  a 
statement  in  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  the  particu¬ 
lar  increased  rate  filing,  In  whole  or  in  part. 
The  proposed  increased  rates  for  which  such 
support  shall  have  been  satisfactorily  demon¬ 
strated  prior  to  September  23,  1974,  will  be 
made  effective  as  of  June  21, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-15817  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  Is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  July  8,  1974  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which  the 
information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing 
division  within  OMB,  and  an  indication 


of  who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  Items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529). 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

Departmental  Business  Employee  Question¬ 
naire,  Form  — ,  Single  Time,  EGG/Hulett, 
Individuals. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Salt,  Form  6-1235-A  & 
6-1235-A-l,  Annual,  Weiner,  Salt  Pro¬ 
ducers. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Capacity  of  Petroleum 
Refineries,  Form  6-1334-A,  Annual,  Weiner, 
All  petroleum  refineries,  processing  crude 
oil. 

EXECUTIVE  office  of  the  president 

Office  of  Economic  Opportunity,  Grantee  Re¬ 
funding  Certificate.  Form  OEO-396,  Occa¬ 
sional,  Evlnger,  Grantees. 
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Summary  of  Work  Programs  &  Budget,  Form 
OBO— 419,  Occasional,  Evlnger ,  Individuals. 
Statement  of  OEO  Grant,  Form  OEO-314,  Oc¬ 
casioned,  Evlnger,  Individuals. 
Administrative  Costs  Report,  Form  OEO- 
31SD,  Occasional,  Evlnger,  Individuals. 
Grantee  Quarterly  Financial  Report,  Support 
Data  Sheet,  Farm  QEO-315A,  Quarterly, 
Evlnger,  Individuals. 

Grantee  Quarterly  Financial  Report,  Form 
OEO-316,  Quarterly,  Evlnger,  Individuals. 
Grantee  Program  Progress  Report,  Form 
OEO-440,  Semi-annual,  Evlnger,  Individ¬ 
uals. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Bridget  and  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-16105  Filed  7-ll-74;8.45  am] 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  Is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  Intended  for  use  In 
collecting  Information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  July  9,  1974  (44  UJ3.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  In  the  Federal  Register  Is  to  Inform 
the  public. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  In¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which  the 
Information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing 
division  within  OMB,  and  an  Indication 
of  who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  Identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  Is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  Information  about  the  Items 
on  this  Dally  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529). 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census,  Survey  of  Criminal 
Justice  Employee  Characteristics,  Form 
CJC-1,  CJC-l(l-l),  CJC-2,  CJC-2(L-1, 
CJC— 8),  Single  Time,  Tunstall,  State  and 
Local  Government  Criminal  Justice  Agen¬ 
cies. 

Burvey  of  Criminal  Justice  Employee  Char¬ 
acteristics,  Forme:  CJC-20,  CJC-2 1,  CJC- 
30,  Single  Time,  Tunstall.  State  and  Local 
Government  Criminal  Justice  Employees. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCT 

Certification  of  Environmental  Monitoring 
Laboratories — A  Feasibility  Study,  Form 
— ,  Single  Time,  NRD,  Agencies  currently 
operating  certification  programs. 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Study  to  assess  level  of  University  activity  In 
entrepreneurship  and  Initiation  of  new 
ventures.  Form  — ,  Single  Time,  Planchon, 
Universities. 

Revisions 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCT 

Racket  of  CHESS  Questionnaire  Farms,  Form 
— v  Occasional,  Reese,  Individuals  In  select¬ 
ed  air  pollution-relation  communities. 


Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  Application 
for  Service — Egg  and  Poultry  Grading. 
Form  PY-32,  Occasional,  Evlnger,  Poultry 
Industry. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Management  and  Budget  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-16116  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[AA1921— 105A] 

NORTHERN  BLEACHED  KRAFT  PULP 
HARDWOOD 
FROM  CANADA 

Investigation  and  Hearing 

Having  received  on  June  26,  1974, 
advice  from  the  Treasury  Department 
that  it  affirms  Its  determination  that 
prime-grade  and  off-grade  northern 
bleached  hardwood  kraft  pulp  from 
Canada  Is  being  and  is  likely  to  be  sold 
In  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  28,  1974  (39  FR  24032) ,  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  has  Instituted 
an  Investigation  to  determine  whether. 

If  the  finding  of  dumping  were  revoked, 
an  industry  In  the  United  States  would 
be  or  would  likely  be  Injured  by  reason 
of  the  Importation  of  such  pulp  Into  the 
United  States. 

Hearing.  A  public  hearing  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Investigation  will  be  held 
In  the  Tariff  Commission’s  Hearing 
Room,  Tariff  Commission  Building,  8th 
and  E  Streets,  NW,  Washington,  D.C., 
beginning  at  10  a.m.,  EJD.T.  on  August  6, 
1974.  All  parties  will  be  given  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  be  present,  to  produce  evidence, 
and  to  be  heard  at  such  hearing.  Re¬ 
quests  to  appear  at  the  public  hearing 
should  be  received  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Tariff  Commission,  In  writing,  at  Its 
offices  In  Washington,  D.C.,  not  later 
than  noon,  August  1, 1974. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  9, 1974. 

G.  Patrick  Henry, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16005  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tional  Allowances  that  on  July  31,  1974, 
at  10  a.m.,  the  Indianapolis  Regional 
Office  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  shall  at  36  South  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Street,  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  con¬ 
duct  a  hearing  to  determine  whether 
Veterans  Administration  benefits  to  all 
eligible  persons  enrolled  In  United  Sys¬ 
tems,  Inc.,  1600  West  Oliver  Avenue, 


Indianapolis,  Indiana,  should  be  discon¬ 
tinued,  as  provided  In  38  CFR  21.4134, 
because  a  requirement  of  law  Is  not 
being  met  or  a  provision  of  the  law  has 
been  violated.  All  Interested  persons 
shall  be  permitted  to  attend,  appear  be¬ 
fore,  or  file  statements  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated:  July  1, 1974. 

James  D.  Crowe, 

Director.  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  Regional  Office.  36  South 
Pennsylvania  Street,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  IN  46204. 

[FR  Doc.74-16016  Filed  7-11-74; 8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 
PORT  OF  OAKLAND 

Approval  of  Affirmative  Action  Plan  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Appeal  Regarding  Public 
Work  Projects 

1.  Background.  41  CFR  60-1.4(b)(2) 
(39  FR  2365,  January  21, 1974)  prescribes 
procedures  whereby  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  Intending  to  Impose  affirmative 
action  hiring  and/or  training  require¬ 
ments  on  federally  assisted  construction 
already  subject  to  federal  minority  hir¬ 
ing  and/or  training  plans  established 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11246,  as 
amended,  shall  submit  such  requirements 
to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance.  Such  State  and 
local  requirements  will  be  deemed  appli¬ 
cable  to  federally  assisted  construction 
contracts  unless  the  OFCC  Director,  or 
in  the  case  of  an  appeal  of  the  Director’s 
determination,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Employment  Standards,  determines 
that  such  requirements  are  Inconsistent 
with  the  order  or  incompatible  with  the 
effective  Implementation  of  the  federal 
minority  hiring  and/or  training  plan 
(either  voluntary  or  imposed)  in  the 
area. 

Pursuant  to  41  CFR  60-1.4(b)  (2) ,  on 
April  26,  1974,  the  Port  of  Oakland  sub¬ 
mitted  its  Affirmative  Action  Provisions 
for  Public  Works  Projects  to  the  OFCC 
Director.  The  Port  of  Oakland  Affirma¬ 
tive  Action  Provisions  for  Public  Works 
Projects  are  applicable  to  all  construc¬ 
tion  work  performed  under  contracts 
with  the  Port  of  Oakland.  These  Affirma¬ 
tive  Action  Provisions  were  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Port  Commissioners  on 
February  14,  1973.  In  relevant  part,  the 
Port  of  Oakland  Affirmative  Action  Pro¬ 
visions  for  Public  Works  Projects  require 
46  percent  minority  participation  on  all 
construction  contracts  awarded  by  the 
Port  until  June  30,  1974.  After  that  date 
minority  utilization  must  be  at  least  50 
percent.  The  Affirmative  Action  Provi¬ 
sions  require  contractors  and  subcon¬ 
tractors  to  submit  weekly  payroll  records 
for  all  crafts  covered  by  the  Provisions 
and  a  monthly  cumulative  summary 
of  project  manhours  on  a  craft-by¬ 
craft  basis,  which  Identifies  the  percent¬ 
age  of  manhours  worked  by  minorities 
and  nonminorities.  Penalty  for  falling  to 
submit  these  reports  Is  the  withholding 
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of  partial  or  monthly  progress  payments 
until  such  reports  are  received. 

The  Affirmative  Action  Provisions  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  review  of  contractors’  and  sub¬ 
contractors’  employment  practices  dur¬ 
ing  the  performance  of  their  contracts. 

If  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  meets 
his  goals  he  is  presumed  to  be  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  Affirmative  Action  Provi¬ 
sions.  Where  the  Port  of  Oakland  finds 
that  a  contractor  or  subcontractor  has 
failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Affirmative  Action  Provisions,  the 
Port  will  take  such  action  and  impose 
such  sanctions  as  may  be  appropriate. 
When  the  Port  proceeds  with  formal 
action,  it  has  the  burden  of  proving  that 
the  contractor  has  not  met  the  minority 
hiring  goals  of  the  Affirmative  Action 
Provisions,  but  the  contractor’s  or  sub¬ 
contractor’s  failure  to  meet  his  goals 
shall  shift  to  him  the  requirement  to 
come  forward  with  evidence  to  show  that 
he  has  met  the  good  faith  requirements 
of  the  Affirmative  Action  Provisions  by 
instituting  at  least  the  Specific  Affirma¬ 
tive  Action  Steps  listed  in  the  Provisions. 

If  the  contractor  or  subcontractor  can, 
however,  demonstrate  a  good  faith  at¬ 
tempt  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Affirmative  Action  Provisions,  he  will  be 
relieved  of  his  default  even  though  he  did 
not  meet  such  requirements. 

Sanctions  for  noncompliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Affirmative  Action 
Provisions  include  cancellation  or  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  contract  in  whole  or  in 
part  with  continuance  thereof  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  a  satisfactory  showing  to 
the  Port  of  Oakland  of  the  contractor’s 
or  subcontractor’s  ability  to  comply. 
Another  sanction  for  noncompliance  is 
the  imposition  of  a  monetary  penalty  not 
to  exceed  $1,000  or  1  percent  of  the 
amount  of  the  contract,  whichever  is  less, 
for  each  working  day  of  noncompliance. 
In  addition,  the  contractor  or  subcon¬ 
tractor  may  be  declared  ineligible  for 
further  Port  contracts.  Finally,  the  Port 
may  impose  any  other  sanction  which  it 
has  under  the  Port’s  Affirmative  Action 
Provisions  or  by  operation  of  law. 

Copies  of  the  Port  of  Oakland  Affirma¬ 
tive  Action  Provisions  for  Public  Works 
Projects  may  be  obtained  from  the  Port 
of  Oakland,  66  Jack  London  Square,  P.O. 
Box  2064,  Oakland,  California  94607,  or 
Philip  J.  Davis,  Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance,  U.S.  Department 
of  Labor,  14th  &  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

2.  Decision.  After  careful  review  of  the 
Port  of  Oakland  Affirmative  Action  Pro¬ 
visions  for  Public  Works  Projects,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  41  CFR 
60-1.4(b)  (2) ,  I  have  determined  that  the 
Port’s  Affirmative  Action  Provisions  are 
not  inconsistent  with  Executive  Order 
11246,  as  amended,  and  not  incompatible 
with  the  implementation  of  the  federal 
Alameda  Plan.  Accordingly,  I  have  ap¬ 
proved  the  Port  of  Oakland  Affirmative 
Action  Provisions  for  Public  Works 
Projects  and  the  Port  may  Include  such 
requirements  In  federally  assisted  con¬ 
struction  contracts. 

3.  Rights  of  Appeal.  On  Monday, 
June  24, 1974,  In  accordance  with  41  CFR 


60-1.4(b)  (2) ,  I  communicated  my  deter¬ 
mination  to  Mr.  Ben  E.  Nutter,  Executive 
Director  of  the  Board  of  Port  Commis¬ 
sioners,  Port  of  Oakland  by  registered 
mail  return  receipt  requested. 

Pursuant  to  41  CFR  60-1.4(b)  (2),  any 
persons  or  groups  affected  by  my  deter¬ 
mination,  including  construction  con¬ 
tractors,  labor  organizations,  associations 
or  other  organizations  of  construction 
trades  contractors  and/or  labor  organi¬ 
zations,  and  minority  community  groups, 
may  appeal  this  determination  to  Mr. 
Bernard  E.  DeLury,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Employment  Standards,  14th  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210,  by  requesting  a  hear¬ 
ing  within  21  days  of  the  publication  of 
this  Federal  Register  notice.  Following 
this  appeal  period.  If  any  requests  for  a 
hearing  have  been  filed  with  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary,  the  Department  of  Labor 
shall  then  designate  an  administrative 
law  judge  who  shall  conduct  a  hearing 
to  make  proposed  findings  and  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  to  the  Assistance  Secre¬ 
tary  upon  the  basis  of  the  record  before 
him.  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
give  reasonable  notice  of  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  such  hearing  by  regis¬ 
tered  mail,  return  receipt  requested,  to 
those  requesting  the  hearing  and  shall 
also  give  reasonable  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  Federal  Register  to  inform 
all  other  persons,  organizations  and  other 
entities  affected  by  my  determination  of 
their  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
hearing.  Each  participant  shall  have  the 
right  to  counsel  and  a  fair  opportunity  to 
present  his  case,  including  such  cross- 
examination  as  the  administrative  law 
judge  may  deem  appropriate  in  the  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Within  80  days  of  the  close 
of  the  appeal  period  for  requesting  a 
hearing,  the  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
make  a  final  decision  on  the  basis  of  the 
record  before  him,  which  shall  consist 
of  the  record  for  recommended  decision, 
the  rulings  and  recommended  decision 
of  the  administrative  law  judge,  and  the 
exceptions  and  briefs  filed  subsequent  to 
the  administrative  law  judge’s  decision. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th 
day  of  July  1974. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-16041  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  ami 


CITY  OF  OAKLAND 

Approval  of  Affirmative  Action  Plan  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Appeal  Regarding  Public 
Work  Contracts 

1.  Background.  41  CFR  60-1 .4(b)  (2) 
(39  FR  2365,  January  21, 1974)  prescribes 
procedures  whereby  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  intending  to  impose  affirmative 
action  hiring  and/or  training  require¬ 
ments  on  federally  assisted  construction 
already  subject  to  federal  minority  hir¬ 
ing  and/or  training  plans  established 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11246,  as 
amended,  shall  submit  such  requirements 
to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance.  Such  State  and 
local  requirements  will  be  deemed  appli¬ 


cable  to  federally  assisted  construction 
contracts  unless  the  OFCC  Director,  or 
in  the  case  of  an  appeal  of  the  Director’s 
determination,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Employment  Standards,  determines 
that  such  requirements  are  inconsistent 
with  the  Order  or  incompatible  with  the 
effective  implementation  of  the  federal 
minority  hiring  and/or  training  plan 
(either  voluntarily  or  imposed)  in  the 

£tF0£L. 

Pursuant  to  41  CFR  60-1.4(b)  (2),  on 
May  6,  1974,  the  City  of  Oakland  sub¬ 
mitted  its  Affirmative  Action  Provisions 
for  Public  Works  Contracts  to  the  OFCC 
Director.  The  City  of  Oakland  Affirmative 
Action  Provisions  for  Public  Works  Con¬ 
tracts  are  applicable  to  all  construction 
work  performed  under  contracts  with  the 
City  of  Oakland.  These  Affirmative  Ac¬ 
tion  Provisions  were  adopted  by  the 
Council  of  the  City  of  Oakland  on  July  11, 
1972.  In  relevant  part,  the  City  of  Oak¬ 
land  Affirmative  Action  Provisions  for 
Public  Contracts  require  46  percent 
minority  participation  on  all  construc¬ 
tion  contracts  awarded  by  the  City  until 
June  30,  1974.  After  that  date  minority 
utilization  must  be  at  least  50  percent. 
The  Affirmative  Action  Provisions  require 
contractors  and  subcontractors  to  sub¬ 
mit  weekly  payroll  records  for  all  crafts 
covered  by  the  Provisions  and  a  monthly 
cumulative  summary  of  project  man¬ 
hours  on  a  craft-by-craft  basis,  which 
identifies  the  percentage  of  manhours 
worked  by  minorities  and  nonminorities. 

The  Affirmative  Action  Provisions 
provide  for  a  review  of  contractors’  and 
subcontractors’  employment  practices 
during  the  performance  of  their  con¬ 
tracts.  If  a  contractor  or  subcontractor 
meets  his  goals  he  is  presumed  to  be  in 
compliance  with  the  Affirmative  Action 
Provisions.  Where  the  City  of  Oakland 
finds  that  a  contractor  or  subcontractor 
has  failed  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Affirmative  Action  Provi¬ 
sions,  the  City  will  take  such  action 
and  impose  such  sanctions  as  may  be 
appropriate.  When  the  City  proceeds 
with  formal  action,  it  has  the  burden  of 
proving  that  the  contractor  has  not  met 
the  minority  hiring  goals  of  the  Affirm¬ 
ative  Action  Provisions,  but  Jhe  con¬ 
tractor’s  or  subcontractor’s  failure  to 
meet  his  goals  shall  shift  to  him  the  re¬ 
quirement  to  come  forward  with  evi¬ 
dence  to  show  that  he  has  met  the  good 
faith  requirements  of  the  Affirmative 
Action  Provisions  by  instituting  at  least 
the  Specific  Affirmative  Action  Steps 
listed  in  the  Provisions.  If  the  contrac¬ 
tor  or  subcontractor  can,  however,  dem¬ 
onstrate  a  good  faith  attempt  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Affirmative  Ac¬ 
tion  Provisions,  he  will  be  relieved  of  his 
default  even  though  he  did  not  meet  such 
requirements. 

Sanctions  for  noncompliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Affirmative  Action 
Provisions  include  cancellation  or  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  contract  in  whole  or  in 
part  with  continuance  thereof  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  a  satisfactory  showing  to 
the  City  of  Oakland  of  the  contractor’s 
or  subcontractor’s  ability  to  comply.  An¬ 
other  sanction  for  noncompliance  is  the 
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Imposition  of  *  monetary  penalty  not 
to  exceed  $1,000  or  1  percent  of  the 
amount  of  the  contract,  whichever  to 
less,  for  each  working  day  of  noncocn- 
pliance.  In  addition,  the  contractor  or 
subcontractor  may  be  declared  Ineligi¬ 
ble  for  further  City  contracts.  Finally, 
the  City  may  Impose  any  other  sanction 
which  It  has  under  the  City's  Affirmative 
Action  Provisions  or  by  operation  of  law. 

Copies  of  the  City  of  Oakland  Affirm¬ 
ative  Action  Provisions  for  Public 
Works  Contracts  may  be  obtained  from 
the  City  of  Oakland,  14th  and  Washing¬ 
ton  Streets,  Oakland,  California  94612, 
or  Philip  J.  Davis,  Director,  Office  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Contract  Compliance,  TJS.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  14th  k  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

2.  Decision.  After  careful  review  of  the 
City  of  Oakland  Affirmative  Action  Pro¬ 
visions  for  Public  Works  Contracts,  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  41 
CFR  60-1 .4(b)  (2) ,  I  have  determined 
that  the  City’s  Affirmative  Action  Pro¬ 
visions  are  not  inconsistent  with  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11246,  as  amended,  and  not 
Incompatible  with  the  Implementation  of 
the  Federal  Alameda  Plan.  Accordingly, 

I  have  approved  the  City  of  Oakland  Af¬ 
firmation  Action  Provisions  for  Public 
Works  Contracts  and  the  City  may  In¬ 
clude  such  requirements  in  federally  as¬ 
sisted  construction  contracts. 

3.  Rights  of  Appeal.  On  Friday,  July  5, 
1974,  In  accordance  with  41  CFR  60-1.4 
(b)  (2) ,  I  communicated  my  determina¬ 
tion  to  Mr.  Cecil  8.  Riley,  City  Manager, 
City  of  Oakland  by  registered  mail  re¬ 
turn  receipt  requested. 

Pursuant  to  41  CFR  60-1.4(b)  (2) ,  any 
persons  or  groups  affected  by  my 
determination.  Including  construction 
contractors,  labor  organizations,  associa¬ 
tions  or  other  organizations  of  construc¬ 
tion  trades  contractors  and/or  labor 
organizations,  and  minority  community 
groups,  may  appeal  this  determination 
to  Mr.  Bernard  E.  DeLury,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Employment  Standards, 
14th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210,  by  request¬ 
ing  a  hearing  within  21  days  of  the 
publication  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Following  this  appeal  period.  If 
any  requests  for  a  hearing  have  been 
filed  with  the  Assistant  Secretary,  the 
Department  of  Labor  shall  then  desig¬ 
nate  an  administrative  law  judge  who 
shall  conduct  a  hearing  to  make  pro¬ 
posed  findings  and  a  recommended  deci¬ 
sion  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  upon  the 
basis  of  the  record  before  him.  The  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  shall  give  reason¬ 
able  notice  of  the  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  In  such  hearing  by  registered 
mail,  return  receipt  requested,  to  those 
requesting  the  hearing  and  shall  also 
give  reasonable  notice  of  such  hearing 
In  the  Federal  Register  to  inform  all 
other  persons,  organizations  and  other 
entities  affected  by  my  determination  of 
their  opportunity  to  participate  In  the 
hearing.  Each  participant  shall  have  the 
right  to  counsel  and  a  fair  opportunity 
to  present  his  case,  Including  such  cross- 
examination  as  the  administrative  law 


judge  may  deem  appropriate  in  the  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Within  80  days  of  the  dose 
of  the  appeal  period  for  requesting  a 
hearing,  the  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
make  a  final  decision  on  the  basis  of  the 
record  before  him,  which  shall  consist 
of  the  record  for  recommended  decision, 
the  rulings  and  recommended  decision  of 
the  administrative  law  Judge,  and  the 
exceptions  and  briefs  filed  subsequent 
to  the  administrative  law  Judge’s 
decision. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  July  1974. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-16042  Filed  7-1 1-74;  8: 46  am] 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

TEXAS  DEVELOPMENTAL  PLAN 
Informal  Hearing 

On  March  27, 1973  (38  FR  9024) ,  notice 
was  published  of  the  submission,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  18  erf  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (29  UJ5.C. 
667)  and  29  CFR  1902.11,  and  availability 
for  public  comment  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Plan  for  the  State  of 
Texas.  Several  changes  were  made  In  the 
plan  subsequent  to  this  notice  and  a  no¬ 
tice  of  modifications  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  6,  1974  (39 
FR  8688).  Substantive  public  comments 
were  received  pursuant  to  this  notice, 
and  a  hearing  was  requested  by  numer¬ 
ous  organizations. 

In  view  of  the  necessity  for  the  widest 
information  on  the  various  aspects  of  the 
Texas  State  Plan,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
hereby  gives  notice  under  29  CFR  1902.11 
(e)  that  an  Informal  hearing  will  be 
held  on  the  plan  on  August  7, 1974,  com¬ 
mencing  at  9:30  AM  (CDT) .  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  present  orally  data, 
views,  or  arguments  concerning  the  plan 
and  the  issues  presented  thereby  at  the 
Informal  hearing.  The  informal  hearing 
will  be  held  in  the  Joe  C.  Thompson  Con¬ 
ference  Center,  University  of  Texas  at 
Austin,  Room  2-102,  Austin,  Texas  78712. 

Beginning  at  9:30  AM  on  August  7, 
1974,  the  administrative  law  judge  will 
hold  a  brief  prehearing  conference  In 
order  to  establish  the  order  and  time  for 
the  presentation  of  statements  and  settle 
any  other  matters  which  may  be  relevant 
to  the  disposition  of  the  hearing.  The 
informal  hearing  will  begin  at  the  close 
of  the  prehearing  conference. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  appear 
at  the  informal  hearing  shall  file  in  writ¬ 
ing  a  notice  of  intention  to  appear  with 
the  Associate  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
gional  Programs,  Room  850,  1726  M 
Street  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20210.  The 
notice  of  intention  to  appear  (original 
and  two  copies)  must  be  filed  no  later 
than  July  26, 1974.  The  notice  must  state 
the  name  and  address  of  the  person  to 
appear,  and  the  approximate  amount  of 


time  required  for  his  presentation.  The 
notice  must  also  include,  or  be  accom¬ 
panied  by,  a  statement  of  the  position  to 
be  taken  with  regard  to  the  plan  and  of 
the  evidence  to  be  adduced  In  support  of 
the  position.  The  use  of  prepared  state¬ 
ments  by  witnesses  is  encouraged.  All 
documents  intended  to  be  submitted  for 
the  record  at  the  hearing  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  In  duplicate. 

The  informal  hearing  will  be  conducted 
in  accordance  with  5  UJ3.C.  556  and  557 
by  an  administrative  law  judge  to  be  ap¬ 
pointed  pursuant  to  5  UJ3.C.  3105.  The 
presiding  administrative  law  judge  is 
empowered  to: 

(1)  Rule  upon  procedural  requests,  ob¬ 
jections,  and  other  procedural  matters; 

(2)  Regulate  the  course  of  the  hearing 
and  the  presentation  of  oral  data,  views, 
or  arguments  concerning  the  plan. 

The  hearing  will  be  reported  ver¬ 
batim,  and  transcripts  will  be  available 
for  inspection  to  any  interested  person 
on  such  conditions  as  the  presiding  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  may  prescribe. 
The  judge  will  have  discretion  to  keep 
the  record  of  the  hearing  open  for  a 
reasonable  stated  time  to  receive  written 
recommendations,  and  additional  data, 
views,  and  arguments  from  any  person 
who  has  participated  In  the  oral  proceed¬ 
ing.  Within  a  reasonable  time  following 
the  close  of  the  record  the  administrative 
law  judge  shall  certify  the  complete  rec¬ 
ord,  including  the  transcript  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  all  exhibits  filed  during  the  hearing, 
all  written  submissions  on  the  proposed 
rules,  and  any  posthearing  presentations 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  for  his 
decision. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  «haii 
thereafter  consider  all  relevant  com¬ 
ments  and  arguments  presented  in  his 
decision  on  the  Plan. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  July,  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FR  Doc.74-16047  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

NEW  YORK  STATE  DEPARTMENT  OF 
LABOR 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Whereas,  Pub.  L.  91-373,  84  Stat.  695, 
an  Act  cited  as  the  “Employment  Secu¬ 
rity  Amendments  of  1970”  and  approved 
August  10,  1970,  amended  the  Federal 
Unemployment  Tax  Act  in  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954;  and 

Whereas,  section  3304(a)  (6)  (A)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  was 
amended  by  section  104(a)  of  the  "Em¬ 
ployment  Security  Amendments  of  1970" 
by  redesignating  paragraph  (6)  thereof 
as  paragraph  (13)  and  by  Inserting  after 
paragraph  (5)  thereof  a  new  paragraph 
(6)  (A)  reading  as  follows: 

8*c.  8304.  Approval  of  Stat*  Laws — (a) 
Requirements.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  dull 
approve  any  state  law  submitted  to  him. 
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within  90  days  of  such  submission,  which 
he  finds  provides  that— 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6)  (A)  Compensation  la  payable  on  the 
basis  of  service  to  which  section  3309(a)  (1) 
applies,  in  the  same  amount,  on  the 
same  terms,  and  subject  to  the  same 
conditions  as  compensation  payable  on 
the  basis  of  other  service  subject  to  such 
law;  except  that,  with  respect  to  service  In  an 
Instructional,  research,  or  principal  adminis¬ 
trative  capacity  for  an  institution  of  higher 
education  to  which  section  3309(a)(1)  ap¬ 
plies,  compensation  shall  not  be  payable 
based  on  such  service  for  any  week  com¬ 
mencing  during  the  period  between  two  suc¬ 
cessive  academic  years  (or,  when  the  contract 
provides  Instead  for  a  similar  period  between 
two  regular  but  not  successive  terms,  during 
such  period)  to  any  Individual  who  has  a 
contract  to  perform  services  In  any  such 
capacity  for  any  Institution  or  Institutions 
of  higher  education  for  both  of  such  aca¬ 
demic  years  or  both  of  such  terms;  and 

Whereas,  section  104(d)  of  the  "Em¬ 
ployment  Security  Amendments  of 
1970”  provides  that  the  amendment  made 
by  subsection  (a)  of  section  104,  adding 
paragraph  (6)  (A)  to  section  3304(a)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  shall 
apply  with  respect  to  certifications  of 
State  laws  for  1972  and  subsequent 
years,  but  only  with  respect  to  service 
performed  after  December  31,  1971;  ex¬ 
cept  that  such  section  3304(a)  (6)  (A) 
shall  not  be  a  requirement  for  the  State 
law  of  any  State  prior  to  July  1,  1972, 
if  the  legislature  of  the  State  does  not 
meet  in  a  regular  session  which  closes 
during  the  calendar  year  1971 ;  and 

Whereas,  section  3304(a)  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  was  amended 
by  section  108(a)  of  the  "Employment 
Security  Amendments  of  1970”  by  add¬ 
ing  after  paragraph  (11)  thereof  a  new 
paragraph  (12)  reading  as  follows: 

Sec.  3304.  Approval  of  State  Laws — (a) 
Requirements.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  shall 
approve  any  State  law  submitted  to  him, 
within  30  days  of  such  submission,  which 
he  finds  provides  that — 

•  *  •  •  • 

(12)  each  political  subdivision  of  the  State 
shall  have  the  right  to  elect  to  have  com¬ 
pensation  payable  to  employees  thereof 
(whose  services  are  not  otherwise  subject  to 
such  law)  based  on  service  performed  by 
such  employees  In  the  hospitals  and  institu¬ 
tions  of  higher  education  (as  defined  In  sec¬ 
tion  3309(d))  operated  by  such  political 
subdivision;  and,  If  any  such  political  sub¬ 
division  does  elect  to  have  compensation 
payable  to  such  employees  thereof  (A)  the 
political  subdivision  shall  pay  Into  the  State 
unemployment  fund,  with  respect  to  the 
service  of  such  employees,  payments  (In  lieu 
of  contributions),  and  (B)  such  employees 
will  be  entitled  to  receive,  on  the  basis  of 
such  service,  compensation  payable  on  the 
same  basis,  in  the  same  amount,  on  the  same 
terms,  and  subject  to  the  same  conditions 
as  compensation  which  Is  payable  on  the 
basis  of  similar  service  for  the  State  which 
Is  subject  to  such  law;  and 

Whereas,  section  108(b)  of  the  “Em¬ 
ployment  Security  Amendments  of  1970” 
provides  that  the  amendment  made  by 
subsection  (a)  of  section  108,  adding 
paragraph  (12)  to  section  3304(a)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  shall 
apply  with  respect  to  certifications  of 
State  laws  for  1972  and  subsequent  years. 


except  that  such  section  3304(a)  (12) 
shall  not  be  a  requirement  for  the  State 
law  of  any  State  prior  to  July  1,  1972,  if 
the  legislature  of  the  State  does  not  meet 
in  a  regular  session  which  closes  during 
the  calendar  year  1971,  or  prior  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1975,  if  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quirement  would  necessitate  a  change  in 
the  constitution  of  the  State;  and 
Whereas,  section  3304(c)  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  amended  by 
sections  131(b)(2)  and  142(f)  of  the 
"Employment  Security  Amendments  of 
1970”,  provides: 

(c)  Certification.  On  October  31  of  each 
taxable  year  the  Secretary  of  Labor  shaU 
certify  to  the  Secretary  each  State  whose 
law  he  has  previously  approved,  except  that 
he  shall  not  certify  any  State  which,  after 
reasonable  notice  and  opportunity  for  hear¬ 
ing  to  the  State  agency,  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  finds  has  amended  its  law  so  that  It 
no  longer  contains  the  provisions  specified 
in  subsection  (a)  or  has  with  respect  to  the 
12-month  period  ending  on  such  October  31 
failed  to  comply  substantiaUy  with  any  such 
provision  in  such  subsection.  No  finding  of 
a  failure  to  comply  substantially  with  any 
provision  in  paragraph  (5)  of  section  (a) 
shall  be  based  on  an  application  or  Inter¬ 
pretation  of  State  law  (1)  until  all  admin¬ 
istrative  review  provided  for  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  has  been  exhausted,  or  (2)  with 
respect  to  which  the  time  for  Judicial  review 
provided  by  the  laws  of  the  State  has  not 
expired,  or  (3)  with  respect  to  which  any 
Judicial  review  1s  pending.  On  October  31  of 
any  taxable  year  after  1971,  the  Secretary 
shall  not  certify  any  State  which,  after  rea¬ 
sonable  notice  and  opportunity  for  hearing 
to  the  State  agency,  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
finds  has  failed  to  amend  its  law  so  that  it 
contains  each  of  the  provisions  required  by 
reason  of  the  enactment  of  the  Employment 
Security  Amendments  of  1970  to  be  Included 
therein,  or  has  with  respect  to  the  12-month 
period  (10-month  period  in  the  case  of  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1972)  ending  on  such  October  31, 
failed  to  comply  substantially  with  any  such 
provision;  and 

Whereas,  section  142(1)  of  the  “Em¬ 
ployment  Security  Amendments  of  1970” 
provides  that  the  amendments  made  by 
section  142  shall  apply  to  the  taxable 
year  1972  and  taxable  years  thereafter; 
and 

Whereas,  section  104(b)(1)  of  the 
"Employment  Security  Amendments  of 
1970”  amended  Chapter  23  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  by  redesig¬ 
nating  section  3309  as  section  3311  and 
inserting  after  section  3308  a  new  section 
3309  reading  as  follows: 

Sec.  3309.  State  Law  Coverage  of  Certain 
Services  Performed  for  Nonprofit  Organiza¬ 
tions  and  for  State  Hospitals  and  Institu¬ 
tions  of  Higher  Education — (a)  State  Law 
Requirements.  For  purposes  of  section  3304 
(A)(6)  — 

(1)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  sub- 
sections  (b)  and  (c),  the  services  to  which 
this  paragraph  applies  are — 

(A)  Service  excluded  from  the  term  "em¬ 
ployment”  solely  by  reason  of  paragraph  (8) 
of  section  3306(c) ,  and 

(B)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
the  State,  or  any  instrumentality  of  the  State 
or  of  the  State  and  one  or  more  other  States, 
for  a  hospital  or  institution  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation  located  in  the  State,  if  such  service  is 
excluded  from  the  term  “employment”  solely 
by  reason  of  paragraph  (7)  of  section  3306 
(c) ;  and 


(2)  The  State  law  shall  provide  that  an 
organization  (or  group  of  organizations) 
which,  but  for  the  requirements  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  would  be  liable  for  contributions 
with  respect  to  service  to  which  paragraph 

( 1)  (A)  applies  may  elect,  for  such  mini¬ 
mum  period  and  at  such  time  as  may  be 
provided  by  State  law,  to  pay  (in  lieu  of  such 
contributions)  into  the  State  unemployment 
fund  amounts  equal  to  the  amounts  of  com¬ 
pensation  attributable  under  the  State  law  to 
such  service.  The  State  law  may  provide  safe¬ 
guards  to  ensure  that  organizations  so  elect¬ 
ing  will  make  the  payments  required  under 
such  elections. 

(b)  Section  Not  To  Apply  To  Certain 
Service. — This  section  shall  not  apply  to 
service  performed — 

(1)  In  the  employ  of  (A)  a  church  or 
convention  or  association  of  churches,  or 
(B)  an  organization  which  is  operated  pri¬ 
marily  for  religious  purposes  and  which  is 
operated,  supervised,  controlled,  or  princi¬ 
pally  supported  by  a  chinch  or  convention  or 
association  of  churches; 

(2)  By  a  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  in  the  exercise 
of  his  ministry  or  by  a  member  of  a  religious 
order  in  the  exercise  of  duties  required  by 
such  order; 

(3)  In  the  employ  of  a  school  which  is  not 
an  Institution  of  higher  education; 

(4)  In  a  facility  conducted  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  a  program  of — 

(A)  Rehabilitation  for  individuals  whose 
earning  capacity  is  impaired  by  age  or  phys¬ 
ical  or  mental  deficiency  or  injury,  or 

(B)  Providing  remunerative  work  for  indi¬ 
viduals  who  because  of  their  impaired  physi¬ 
cal  or  mental  capacity  cannot  be  readily  ab¬ 
sorbed  in  the  competitive  labor  market, 

by  an  individual  receiving  such  rehabilita¬ 
tion  or  remunerative  work; 

(6)  As  part  of  an  unemployment  work- 
relief  or  work-training  program  assisted  or 
financed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  any  Federal 
agency  or  an  agency  of  a  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof,  by  an  individual  re¬ 
ceiving  such  work  relief  or  work  training; 
and 

(6)  For  a  hospital  In  a  State  prison  or 
other  State  correctional  Institution  by  an 
Inmate  of  the  prison  or  State  correctional 
institution. 

(c)  Nonprofit  Organizations  Must  Employ 
4  or  More.  This  section  shall  not  apply  to 
service  performed  during  any  calendar  year 
in  the  employ  of  any  organization  unless  on 
each  of  some  20  days  during  such  calendar 
year  or  the  preceding  calendar  year,  each  day 
being  in  a  different  calendar  week,  the  total 
number  of  individuals  who  were  employed 
by  such  organization  in  employment  (de¬ 
termined  without  regard  to  section  3306(c) 
(8)  and  by  excluding  service  to  which  this 
section  does  not  apply  by  reason  of  subsec  - 
section  (b) )  for  some  portion  of  the  day 
(whether  or  not  at  the  same  moment  of  time ) 
was  4  or  more. 

(d)  Definition  of  Institution  of  Higher 
Education.  For  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  “Institution  of  higher  education”  means 
an  educational  institution  in  any  State 
which — 

(1)  Admits  as  regular  students  only  in¬ 
dividuals  having  a  certificate  of  graduation 
from  a  high  school,  or  the  recognized  equiva¬ 
lent  of  such  a  certificate; 

(2)  Is  legally  authorized  within  such  State 
to  provide  a  program  of  education  beyond 
high  school; 

(3)  Provides  an  educational  program  for 
which  it  awards  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  de¬ 
gree,  or  provides  a  program  which  is  accept¬ 
able  for  full  credit  toward  such  a  degree,  or 
offers  a  program  of  training  to  prepare  stu- 
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dents  for  gainful  employment  in  a  recognized 
occupation;  and 

(4)  Is  a  public  or  other  nonprofit  Institu¬ 
tion;  and 

Whereas,  section  3306(c)  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  provides: 

Sec.  3306.  Definitions,  (c)  Employment. 

For  purposes  of  this  chapter,  the  term  “em¬ 
ployment”  means  any  service  performed  prior 
to  1955,  which  was  employment  for  purposes 
of  subchapter  C  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939  under  the  law  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  period  In  which  such  service 
was  performed,  and  (A)  any  service,  of  what¬ 
ever  nature,  performed  after  1954  by  an  em¬ 
ployee  for  the  person  employing  him.  Ir¬ 
respective  of  the  citizenship  or  residence  of 
either.  (1)  within  the  United  States,  or  (11) 
on  or  in  connection  with  an  American  vessel 
or  American  aircraft  under  a  contract  of 
service  which  is  entered  Into  within  the 
United  States  or  during  the  performance  of 
which  and  while  the  employee  IS  employed 
on  the  vessel  or  aircraft  it  touches  at  a  port 
In  the  United  States,  If  the  employee  Is  em¬ 
ployed  on  and  In  connection  with  such  vessel 
or  aircraft  when  outside  the  United  States, 
and  (B)  any  service,  of  whatever  nature, 
performed  after  1971  outside  the  United 
States  (except  in  a  contiguous  country  with 
which  the  United  States  has  an  agreement 
relating  to  unemployment  compensation  or 
in  the  Virgin  Islands)  by  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  as  an  employee  of  an  Ameri¬ 
can  employer  (as  defined  In  subsection  (J) 

(3) ) , except — 

(1)  Agricultural  labor  (as  defined  In  sub¬ 
section  (k) ); 

(2)  Domestic  service  In  a  private  home, 
local  college  club,  or  local  chapter  of  a  col¬ 
lege  fraternity  or  sorority; 

(3)  Service  not  In  the  course  of  the  em¬ 
ployer's  trade  or  business  performed  In  any 
calendar  quarter  by  an  employee,  unless  the 
cash  remuneration  paid  for  such  service  Is 
•50  or  more  and  such  service  Is  performed 
by  an  Individual  who  Is  regularly  employed 
by  such  employer  to  perform  such  service. 
For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  an  Individ¬ 
ual  shall  be  deemed  to  be  regularly  employed 
by  an  employer  during  a  calendar  quarter 
only  if — 

(A)  On  each  of  some  24  days  during  such 
quarter  such  individual  performs  for  such 
employer  for  some  portion  of  the  day  service 
not  In  the  course  of  the  employer’s  trade  or 
business,  or 

(B)  Such  Individual  was  regularly  em¬ 
ployed  (as  determined  under  subparagraph 
(A))  by  such  employer  In  the  performance 
of  such  service  during  the  preceding  calen¬ 
dar  quarter; 

(4)  Service  performed  on  or  in  connection 
with  a  vessel  or  aircraft  not  an  American 
vessel  or  American  aircraft.  If  the  employee 
Is  employed  on  and  in  connection  with  such 
vessel  or  aircraft  when  outside  the  United 
States; 

(5)  Service  performed  by  an  Individual  In 
the  employ  of  his  son,  daughter,  or  spouse, 
and  service  performed  by  a  child  under  the 
age  of  21  In  the  employ  of  his  father  or 
mother; 

(6)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
the  United  States  Government  or  of  an  in¬ 
strumentality  of  the  United  States  which 

is — 

(A)  Wholly  or  partially  owned  by  the 
United  States,  or 

(B)  Exempt  from  the  tax  Imposed  by  sec¬ 
tion  3301  by  virtue  of  any  provision  of  law 
which  specifically  refers  to  such  section  (or 
the  corresponding  section  of  prior  law)  In 
granting  such  exemption; 

(7)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of  a 
State,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof, 
or  any  Instrumentality  of  any  one  or  more 


of  the  foregoing  which  Is  wholly  owned  by 
one  or  more  States  or  political  subdivisions; 
and  any  service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
any  Instrumentality  of  one  or  more  States 
or  political  subdivisions  to  the  extent  that 
the  Instrumentality  Is,  with  respect  to  such 
service,  Immune  under  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  from  the  tax  Imposed  by 
section  3301; 

(8)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of  a 
religious,  charitable,  educational,  or  other 
organization  described  In  section  501(c)(3) 
which  is  exempt  from  income  tax  under 
section  501(a) ; 

(9)  Service  performed  by  an  Individual  as 
an  employee  or  employee  representative  as 
defined  In  section  1  of  the  Railroad  Unem¬ 
ployment  Insurance  Act  (52  Stat.  1094,  1095 
(45  U.S.C.  351)); 

(10)  (A)  Service  performed  in  any  calen¬ 
dar  quarter  In  the  employ  of  any  organiza¬ 
tion  exempt  from  income  tax  under  section 
501(a)  (other  than  an  organization  described 
In  section  401(a))  or  under  section  521,  If 
the  remuneration  for  such  service  Is  less  than 
$50,  or 

(B)  Service  performed  In  the  employ  of  a 
school,  college,  or  university,  If  such  service 
is  performed  (1)  by  a  student  who  Is  enrolled 
and  is  regularly  attending  classes  at  such 
school,  college,  or  university,  or  (11)  by  the 
spouse  of  such  a  student,  if  such  spouse  Is 
advised,  at  the  time  such  spouse  commences 
to  perform  such  service,  that  (I)  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  such  spouse  to  perform  such  service 
Is  provided  under  a  program  to  provide  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  to  such  student  by  such  school, 
college,  or  university,  and  (II)  such  employ¬ 
ment  will  not  be  covered  by  any  program  of 
unemployment  Insurance,  or 

(C)  Service  performed  by  an  individual 
under  the  age  of  22  who  Is  enrolled  at  a  non¬ 
profit  or  public  educational  Institution  which 
normally  maintains  a  regular  faculty  and 
curriculum  and  normally  has  a  regularly  or¬ 
ganized  body  of  students  in  attendance  at 
the  place  where  its  educational  activities  are 
carried  on  as  a  student  In  a  full-time  pro¬ 
gram,  taken  for  credit  at  such  Institution, 
which  combines  academic  Instruction  with 
work  experience,  if  such  service  Is  an  inte¬ 
gral  part  of  such  program,  and  such  Institu¬ 
tion  has  so  certified  to  the  employer,  except 
that  this  subparagraph  shall  not  apply  to 
service  performed  in  a  program  established 
for  or  on  behalf  of  an  employer  or  group  of 
employers,  or 

(D)  Service  performed  In  the  employ  of  a 
hospital.  If  such  service  Is  performed  by  a 
patient  of  such  hospital; 

(11)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
a  foreign  government  (Including  service  as 
a  consular  or  other  officer  or  employee  or  a 
nondiplomatlc  representative) ; 

(12)  Service  performed  In  the  employ  of 
an  Instrumentality  wholly  owned  by  a  for¬ 
eign  government — 

(A)  If  the  service  Is  of  a  character  similar 
to  that  performed  in  foreign  countries  by  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States  Government  or 
of  an  Instrumentality  thereof;  and 

(B)  If  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  certify 
to  the  Secretary  that  the  foreign  government, 
with  respect  to  whose  Instrumentality  ex¬ 
emption  is  claimed,  grants  an  equivalent  ex¬ 
emption  with  respect  to  similar  service  per¬ 
formed  in  the  foreign  country  by  employees 
of  the  United  States  Government  and  of  In¬ 
strumentalities  thereof; 

(13)  Service  performed  as  a  student  nurse 
in  the  employ  of  a  hospital  or  a  nurses' 
training  school  by  an  Individual  who  Is  en¬ 
rolled  and  is  regularly  attending  classes  In  a 
nurses’  training  school  chartered  or  approved 
pursuant  to  State  law;  and  service  performed 
as  an  Intern  In  the  employ  of  a  hospital  by 
an  individual  who  has  completed  a  4  years’ 


course  In  a  medical  school  chartered  or  ap¬ 
proved  pursuant  to  State  law; 

(14)  Service  performed  by  an  Individual 
for  a  person  as  an  Insurance  agent  or  as  an 
Insurance  solicitor,  If  all  such  service  per¬ 
formed  by  such  individual  for  such  person  is 
performed  for  remuneration  solely  by  way  of 
commission; 

(15)  (A)  Service  performed  by  an  Individ¬ 
ual  under  the  age  of  18  In  the  delivery  or 
distribution  of  newspapers  or  shopping 
news,  not  including  delivery  or  distribu¬ 
tion  to  any  point  for  subsequent  delivery 
or  distribution; 

(B)  Service  performed  by  an  Individual 
In,  and  at  the  time  of,  the  sale  of  news¬ 
papers  or  magazines  to  ultimate  consumers, 
under  an  arrangement  under  which  the 
newspapers  or  magazines  are  to  be  sold  by 
him  at  a  fixed  price,  his  compensation  being 
based  on  the  retention  of  the  excess  of  such 
price  over  the  amount  at  which  the  news¬ 
papers  or  magazines  are  charged  to  him, 
whether  or  not  he  Is  guaranteed  a  minimum 
amount  of  compensation  for  such  service, 
or  is  entitled  to  be  credited  with  the  unsold 
newspapers  or  magazines  turned  back; 

(16)  Service  performed  in  the  employ  of 
an  International  organization; 

(17)  Service  performed  by  an  Individual 
in  (or  as  an  officer  or  member  of  the  crew 
of  a  vessel  while  It  is  engaged  in)  the  catch¬ 
ing,  taking,  harvesting,  cultivating,  or  farm¬ 
ing  of  any  kind  of  fish,  shellfish,  Crustacea, 
sponges,  seaweeds,  or  other  aquatic  forms 
of  animal  and  vegetable  life  (Including 
service  performed  by  any  such  Individual 
as  an  ordinary  incident  to  any  such  ac¬ 
tivity)  , except — 

(A)  Service  performed  in  connection  with 
the  catching  or  taking  of  salmon  or  halibut, 
for  commercial  purposes,  and 

(B)  Service  performed  on  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  vessel  of  more  than  10  net  tons 
(determined  in  the  manner  provided  for 
determining  the  register  tonnage  of  mer¬ 
chant  vessels  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States) ;  or 

(18)  Service  which  Is  performed  by  a  non¬ 
resident  alien  individual  for  the  period  he 
Is  temporarily  present  In  the  United  States 
as  a  nonimmigrant  under  subparagraph  (F) 
or  (J)  of  section  101(a)  (15.)  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Nationality  Act,  as  amended, 
and  which  Is  performed  to  carry  out  the 
purpose  specified  In  subparagraph  (F)  or 
(J) ,  as  the  case  may  be;  and 

Whereas,  paragraph  (a)  of  subdivi¬ 
sion  1  of  section  511  of  the  New  York 
Unemployment  Insurance  Law  provides 
that  “Employment”  means  (a)  any 
service  under  any  contract  of  employ¬ 
ment  for  hire,  express  or  implied,  writ¬ 
ten,  or  oral;  and 

Whereas,  section  512  of  the  New  York 
Unemployment  Insurance  Law  provides: 

Sec.  612.  “Employer”  Includes  the  State  of 
New  York  and  any  person,  partnership, 
firm,  association,  public  or  private,  domestic 
or  foreign  corporation,  the  legal  represent¬ 
atives  of  a  deceased  person,  or  the  receiver, 
trustee,  or  successor  of  a  person,  partner¬ 
ship,  firm,  association,  public  or  private, 
domestic  or  foreign  corporation;  and 

Whereas,  subdivision  4  of  section  561 
of  the  New  York  Unemployment  Insur¬ 
ance  Law,  added  by  Ch.  1027,  L.  1971, 
effective  January  1, 1972,  provides: 

4.  Any  municipal  corporation  or  other  gov¬ 
ernmental  subdivision  may,  with  respect  to 
persons  employed  In  hospitals  and  Institu¬ 
tions  of  education  operated  by  it  and  with 
exclusions  from  the  term  “employment”  as 
they  apply  to  services  for  State  hospitals  and 
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State  educational  Institutions,  elect  to  be¬ 
come  liable  for  payments  In  lieu  of  contribu¬ 
tions,  either  as  provided  In  subdivision  five  of 
section  five  hundred  sixty-three  or  by  pay¬ 
ments  equivalent  to  contributions  required 
of  other  employers  liable  therefor,  as  of  the 
first  day  of  any  calendar  quarter  by  filing 
with  the  commissioner  an  application  to  such 
effect,  provided  the  application  Is  filed  before 
the  first  day  of  the  calendar  quarter  to  which 
the  election  Is  to  apply.  The  election  may 
exclude  persons  employed  In  Institutions 
which  are  not  Institutions  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation  or  persons  engaged  In  a  teaching  or 
other  professional  capacity  at  an  educational 
institution  which  Is  not  an  Institution  of 
higher  education;  and 

Whereas,  subdivisions  1,  2  and  3  of 
section  563  of  the  New  York  Unemploy¬ 
ment  Insurance  Law,  as  amended  by  Ch. 
1027,  L.  1971,  effective  January  1,  1972, 
provide: 

Sec.  663.  1.  A  "non-profit  organization” 
shall  mean  any  corporation,  unincorporated 
association,  comunlty  chest,  fund,  or  founda¬ 
tion  organized  and  operated  exclusively  for 
religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary  or 
educational  purposes,  no  part  of  the  net 
earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any 
private  shareholder  or  Individual. 

2.  In  addition  to  services  not  Included  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  five  hun¬ 
dred  eleven,  the  term  "employment”  does  not 
Include  services  rendered  for  a  non-profit 
organization  by 

(a)  A  duly  ordained,  commissioned,  or 
licensed  minister  of  a  church  in  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  his  ministry,  or  by  a  member  of  a 
religious  order  In  the  exercise  of  duties  re¬ 
quired  by  such  order, 

(b)  A  lay  member  elected  or  appointed  to 
an  office  within  the  discipline  of  a  bona  fide 
church  and  engaged  In  religious  functions; 

(c)  A  person  employed  at  a  place  of 
religious  worship  as  a  caretaker  or  for  the 
performance  of  duties  of  a  religious  nature, 
or  both; 

(d)  A  person  who 

(1)  Receives  rehabilitative  services  In  a 
facility  conducted  for  the  purpose  of  carry¬ 
ing  out  a  program  or  rehabilitation  for  Indi¬ 
viduals  whose  earning  capacity  Is  Impaired 
by  age  or  physical  or  mental  deficiency  or 
Injury  or 

(2)  Is  given  remunerative  work  In  a 
facility  conducted  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
viding  such  work  for  persons  who  cannot  be 
readily  absorbed  In  the  competitive  labor 
market  because  of  their  Impaired  physical  or 
mental  capacity; 

(e)  A  person  engaged  in  a  teaching  or  other 
professional  capacity  at  an  educational  Insti¬ 
tution  which  is  not  an  institution  of  higher 
education. 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  five  hundred  sixty  and  five  hundred 
sixty-two,  a  non-profit  organization 

(a)  Shall  become  liable  for  contributions 
under  this  article 

(1)  If  It  has  paid  cash  remuneration  of 
one  thousand  dollars  or  more  In  any  calendar 
quarter  and  such  liability  shall  commence 
on  the  first  day  of  such  quarter  or 

(2)  If  it  has  employed  four  or  more  persons 
on  each  of  twenty  days  during  a  calendar 
year  or  the  preceding  calendar  year,  each  day 
being  In  a  different  calendar  week,  and  the 
liability  shall  In  this  event  commence  on  the 
first  day  of  the  calendar  year,  and 

(b)  Shall  cease  to  be  liable  for  contribu¬ 
tions  aa  of  the  first  day  of  a  calendar  quarter 
next  following  the  filing  of  a  written  appli¬ 
cation  to  this  effect  provided  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  that 

(1)  It  has  not  paid  cash  remuneration  of 
eons  on  each  of  twenty  days  during  the 
four  calendar  quarters  preceding  such  day 
and 


(2)  Has  not  employed  four  or  more  per¬ 
sons  on  each  of  twenty  days  during  tMi 
current  or  the  preceding  calendar  year,  each 
day  being  a  different  week;  and 

Whereas,  subdivisions  8,  9,  13,  and  14 
of  section  511  of  the  New  York  Unem¬ 
ployment  Insurance  Law  provide: 

8.  The  term  “employment”  does  not  In¬ 
clude  service  as  a  golf  caddy. 

9.  The  term  "employment”  does  not  In¬ 
clude  service  during  all  or  any  part  of  the 
school  year  or  regular  vacation  periods  as 
a  part-time  worker  of  any  person  actually 
In  regular  attendance  during  the  day  time 
as  a  student  In  an  elementary  or  secondary 
school. 

13.  The  term  "employment”  does  not  In¬ 
clude  services  of  a  minor  engaged  In  casual 
labor  consisting  of  yard  work  and  household 
chores  In  and  about  a  residence  or  the  prem¬ 
ises  of  a  non-profit,  non-commercial  organi¬ 
zation,  not  Involving  the  use  of  power-driven 
machinery. 

14.  The  term  "employment”  does  not  in¬ 
clude  service  by  a  child  under  the  age  of 
fourteen  years;  and 

Whereas,  subdivision  16  of  section  511 
of  the  New  York  Unemployment  Insur¬ 
ance  Law,  added  by  Ch.  1027,  L.  1971, 
effective  January  1,  1972,  provides: 

16.  The  exclusions  described  In  subdivi¬ 
sions  eight,  nine,  twelve,  thirteen  and  four¬ 
teen  shall  apply  to  services  performed  for 
a  nonprofit  organization  as  defined  In  sec¬ 
tion  five  hundred  sixty-three  or  for  a  State 
educational  Institution  or  State  hospital,  but 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  of  the  United  States 
finds  that  such  exclusions  do  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  federal  unemployment 
tax  act,  such  exclusions  shall  not  thereafter 
apply  to  such  services  performed  for  such 
organization.  Institution,  or  hospital,  unless 
and  until  such  finding  has  been  set  aside 
pursuant  to  a  final  decision  Issued  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  such  Judicial  review  proceed¬ 
ings  as  may  be  instituted  and  completed 
under  the  provisions  of  section  thirty-three 
hundred  ten  of  the  federal  unemployment 
tax  act;  and 

Whereas,  in  the  light  of  the  exclusions 
from  employment  of  the  services  de¬ 
scribed  in  subdivisions  8,  9,  13,  and  14 
of  section  511  of  the  New  York  Unem¬ 
ployment  Insurance  Law,  a  question  is 
presented  whether  the  State  of  New  York 
has  failed  to  amend  its  unemployment 
Insurance  law  so  that  it  contains  each 
of  the  provisions  required  by  reason  of 
the  enactment  of  the  "Employment  Secu¬ 
rity  Amendments  of  1970”  to  be  Included 
therein,  or  has  with  respect  to  the  12- 
month  period  ending  on  October  31, 1974, 
failed  to  comply  substantially  with  any 
such  provision;  and 
Whereas,  pursuant  to  section  3304(d) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
as  amended  by  section  142(g)  of  the 
"Employment  Security  Amendments  of 
1970”,  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  New 
York  was  notified  by  letter  May  16, 1974, 
that  the  Unemployment  Insurance  Law 
of  New  York  may  not  be  certified  under 
subsection  (c)  of  section  3304  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31, 1974;  and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  section  3304(c) 
of  the  Internal  I  .e venue  Code  of  1954,  as 
amended  by  sections  131(b)  (2)  and 
142(f)  of  the  "Employment  Security 
Amendment  of  1970”,  the  Industrial 
Commissioner  of  the  New  York  State 
Department  of  Labor  was  notified  by 


letter  dated  May  16,  1974,  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  will  proceed  to  make  a 
finding  as  to  whether  the  State  of  New 
York  has  failed  to  amend  its  Unemploy¬ 
ment  insurance  law  so  that  it  contains 
each  of  the  provisions  required  by  reason 
of  the  enactment  of  the  "Employment 
Security  Amendments  of  1970”  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  therein,  or  has  with  respect  to 
the  12-month  period  ending  on  October 
31,  1974,  failed  to  comply  substantially 
with  such  provisions;  and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  section  3304(c) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
the  Industrial  Commissioner  of  the  New 
York  State  Department  of  Labor  was 
informed  by  said  letter  dated  May  16, 
1974,  that  on  request  made  within  2 
weeks  of  the  date  of  said  letter  the  New 
York  State  Department  of  Labor  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  on 
the  issue  stated  in  said  letter;  and 
Whereas,  the  New  York  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  by  letter  from  the  In¬ 
dustrial  Commissioner  dated  May  28, 
1974,  has  requested  a  hearing; 

Now,  therefore,  pursuant  to  the  third 
sentence  of  section  3304(c)  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  a  hearing  will  be  held  be¬ 
ginning  at  10  o’clock  in  the  morning  on 
July  30,  1974,  in  the  courtroom  in  Suite 
720,  Vanguard  Building,  1111  20th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
question  of  whether  the  State  of  New 
York  has  failed  to  amend  its  unemploy¬ 
ment  insurance  law  so  that  it  contains 
each  of  the  provisions  required  by  reason 
of  the  enactment  of  the  “Employment 
Security  Amendments  of  1970”  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  therein,  specifically  sections  3304 
(a)  (6)  (A)  and  3304  (a)  (12)  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  added 
by  the  amendments  made  by  section  104 
(a)  and  section  108(a)  of  the  "Employ¬ 
ment  Security  Amendments  of  1970”,  or 
has  with  respect  to  the  12-month  period 
ending  on  October  31,  1974,  failed  to 
comply  substantially  with  such  provi¬ 
sions.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
and  legal  arguments  adduced  at  such 
hearing  it  will  be  determined  whether  or 
not  the  State  of  New  York  may  be  cer¬ 
tified  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
October  31, 1974,  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  3304(c)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954. 

The  proceedings  in  this  matter  will 
be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  rules: 

( 1 )  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  will 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  to  preside  over  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  perform  the  functions  required 
by  these  rules. 

(2)  The  parties  of  record  shall  be  the 
New  York  State  Department  of  Labor 
and  the  United  States  Department  of 
Labor. 

(3)  Any  individual  worker  or  em¬ 
ployer  and  any  organization  or  associa¬ 
tion  of  workers,  employers,  or  the  pub¬ 
lic  having  an  Interest  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  may  be  permitted  by  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  these  proceedings.  Participation 
by  any  such  interested  person  shall  be 
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limited  to  the  presentation  of  oral  argu¬ 
ment  as  provided  in  paragraph  (10)  be¬ 
low  and  to  the  submittal  of  a  brief 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (11)  below. 
Any  person  may  apply  for  permission 
to  participate  in  these  proceedings  as  an 
interested  person  by  filing  in  the  office 
of  the  Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge, 
United  States  Department  of  Labor, 
Room  720,  Vanguard  Building,  1111  20th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036,  a 
written  or  telegraphic  request  setting 
forth  his  name  and  address  and  the  name 
and  address  of  any  person  or  group 
whom  he  represents. 

(4)  The  hearing  will  be  conducted  in 
an  informal  but  orderly  and  expeditious 
manner.  The  presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  will  regulate  all  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  the  course  and  conduct  of 
the  proceedings. 

(5)  The  representative  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  will  make 
an  opening  statement  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  hearing  and  the  matters  in  issue. 
The  representative  of  the  New  York 
State  Department  of  Labor  then  will  be 
offered  an  opportunity  to  make  an  open¬ 
ing  statement. 

(6)  The  parties  of  record  shall  have 
the  opportunity  to  present  oral  and  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence,  and  cross-examine 
witnesses,  with  the  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  proceeding  first.  Technical 
rules  of  evidence  shall  not  apply.  The  pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  will 
rule  upon  offers  of  proof  and  the  ad¬ 
missibility  of  evidence,  and  receive  all 
relevant  evidence.  He  may  exclude  ir¬ 
relevant,  immaterial,  or  unduly  repeti¬ 
tious  evidence,  and  may  examine  wit¬ 
nesses.  All  written  statements,  charts, 
tabulations,  and  similar  data  offered  in 
evidence  at  the  hearing  shall,  upon  a 
showing  satisfactory  to  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  of  their  au¬ 
thenticity,  relevancy,  and  materiality,  be 
received  in  evidence. 

(7)  During  the  hearing  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  may  require 
the  production  and  introduction  of 
further  evidence  upon  any  matter.  After 
the  hearing  is  closed  no  further  evidence 
shall  be  taken  except  at  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  unless  provision 
has  been  made  at  the  hearing  for  the 
later  receipt  of  such  evidence  for  the 
record.  If  the  Secretary  of  Labor  directs 
that  further  evidence  be  taken,  due  and 
reasonable  notice  of  the  time  and  place 
of  the  reopened  hearing  shall  be  given  to 
the  parties  of  record  and  any  interested 
person  permitted  to  participate  in  the 
proceedings. 

(8)  The  proceedings  at  the  hearing 
shall  be  recorded  verbatim.  Copies  of  the 
transcript  of  the  record  of  hearing  may 
be  obtained  by  the  parties  of  record  and 
any  interested  person  permitted  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proceedings  at  cost. 

(9)  When  any  document  is  received 
in  evidence,  one  additional  copy  thereof 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge. 

(10)  At  the  conclusion  of  the  receipt 
of  evidence  the  presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  shall  hear  oral  argument  pre¬ 


sented  by  the  parties  of  record  and  in¬ 
terested  persons  permitted  to  participate 
in  the  proceedings.  Oral  arguments  shall 
be  in  the  following  order:  Opening  argu¬ 
ment  for  the  United  States  Department 
of  Labor,  unless  waived;  opening  argu¬ 
ment  for  the  New  York  State  Department 
of  Labor,  unless  waived;  argument  of 
each  of  the  interested  persons  who  wish 
to  present  oral  argument,  in  such  order 
as  the  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  determine;  closing  argument 
for  the  New  York  State  Department  of 
Labor,  unless  waived;  and  closing  argu¬ 
ment  for  the  United  States  Department 
of  Labor,  unless  waived.  Oral  argument 
by  an  interested  person  shall  not  be 
longer  than  30  minutes.  All  oral  argu¬ 
ments  shall  be  transcribed  and  made  a 
part  of  the  record. 

(11)  The  parties  of  record  and  any 
interested  person  permitted  to  participate 
in  these  proceedings  shall  be  permitted 
to  file  a  brief  on  the  matters  in  issue. 
The  presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
will  forward  to  each  party  of  record  a 
copy  of  any  brief  filed  by  the  other  party 
of  record,  and  a  copy  of  any  brief  filed 
by  an  interested  person.  The  briefs  re¬ 
ferred  to  above  shall  be  filed  with  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  (at 
the  address  stated  in  paragraph  (3) 
above)  not  later  than  21  days  after  the 
transcript  of  the  hearing  is  available.  Re¬ 
ply  briefs  shall  be  filed  in  the  same  place 
by  the  parties  of  record  not  later  than 
40  days  after  the  transcript  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  is  available,  if  the  filing  of  reply  briefs 
is  requested  or  approved  by  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  Parties  of 
record  shall  submit  two  copies  with  the 
original  of  any  brief  filed.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  shall  submit  three  copies  with  the 
original  of  any  brief  filed. 

(12)  Proposed  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law,  together  with  sup¬ 
porting  reasons  therefor,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  by  any  party  of  record,  with¬ 
in  21  days  after  the  transcript  of  the 
hearing  is  available,  or  within  40  days 
after  the  transcript  of  the  hearing  is 
available  if  reply  briefs  have  been  re¬ 
quested  or  approved  by  the  presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge.  An  original  and 
two  copies  of  proposed  findings  of  fact 
and  conclusions  of  law  shall  be  filed,  one 
copy  of  which  will  be  forwarded  by  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
the  other  party  of  record. 

(13)  After  the  time  has  expired  for  the 
filing  of  briefs  and  proposed  findings  of 
fact  and  conclusions  of  law  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  shall  prepare 
a  proposed  recommended  decision  con¬ 
taining  his  findings  of  fact  and  conclu¬ 
sions  of  law.  Copies  of  the  presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge’s  proposed  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  shall  be  mailed  to  the 
parties  of  record  who  may,  within  20 
days  after  such  decision  was  mailed  to 
them,  file  with  the  presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  in  an  original  and  two 
copies,  a  statement  in  writing  setting 
forth  any  exceptions  they  may  have  to 
the  proposed  recommended  decision.  The 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  will 


forward  to  each  party  of  record  a  copy 
of  any  statement  filed  by  the  other  party 
of  record,  and  any  party  to  whom  such 
a  copy  is  furnished  may  file  with  the  pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  a  re¬ 
sponse  to  such  statement  not  later  than 
13  days  after  the  copy  was  mailed  to  the 
party.  Three  copies  shall  be  submitted 
with  the  original  of  any  response  filed, 
one  copy  of  which  will  be  forwarded  by 
the  presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
to  the  other  party  of  record. 

(14)  The  presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  with  due  consideration  of  the 
exceptions  and  responses  filed  by  the 
parties  of  record  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (13)  above,  shall  prepare  a 
recommended  decision  containing  his 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law. 
He  shall  promptly  certify  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor  his  recommended  decision 
and  the  entire  record  of  the  proceedings, 
and  forward  copies  of  his  recommended 
decision  to  the  parties  of  record. 

( 15)  Following  the  certification  to  him 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (14)  above 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  render  his 
decision  in  the  matter,  in  writing,  and 
shall  cause  the  parties  of  record  and  the 
interested  parties  permitted  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  proceedings  to  be  notified 
thereof. 

(16)  Briefs  and  other  papers  required 
to  be  filed  by  the  parties  of  record  with 
the  presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
by  paragraphs  (11),  (12),  and  (13) 
above,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  filed  on  the 
date  they  are  postmarked  If  they  are 
transmitted  by  the  United  States  Postal 
Service,  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  filed 
on  the  date  they  are  received  in  the  office 
of  the  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  if  they  are  transmitted  by  other 
means.  If  the  last  day  of  a  time  prescrib¬ 
ed  in  paragraph  (11),  (12),  or  (13)  falls 
on  a  Saturday,  Sunday,  or  a  Federal  legal 
holiday,  the  time  limit  shall  be  extended 
to  the  next  official  business  day. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  July  1974. 

Peter  J.  Brennan, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
[PH  Doc .74-16048  Piled  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
Office  of  Hearings 

[Notice  No.  549] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  9, 1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previouly  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti- 


FEDERAl  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  135— FRIDAY,  JULY  12,  1974 


NOTICES 


25717 


fled  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  In  which  they  are  Interested. 
No  amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
July  12, 1974. 

MO  2229  Sub- 180,  Red  Bull  Motor  Freight, 
Inc.,  Is  continued  to  September  10,  1974 
(2  weeks) ,  at  the  Delta  Towers  Hotel,  1732 
Canal  Street,  New  Orleans,  La.;  and  then 
continued  to  September  23,  1974  (1  week), 
at  the  Rodeway  Inn,  1600  Government 
Street,  Mobile,  Alabama. 

MC-C-8255,  Kroblln  Refrigerated  Xpress, 
Inc. — Investigation  and  Revocation  of 
Certificate— now  assigned  October  31, 
1974,  at  Omaha,  Nebraska,  is  cancelled. 
I&S-M-27312,  Restructured  Rates  and 
Charges,  Central  States  Territory,  and 
I&S-M-27312  Sub  2,  Restructured  Rates 
and  Charges  Indiana  Motor  Rate  and 
Tariff  Bureau,  now  assigned  July  9,  1974, 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  Is  postponed  to  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1974,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 

MC-C-8314,  F.  Randolph  Jones,  James  H. 
Reese,  and  Virginia  Homes  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Corporation — Investigation  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Practice® — now  assigned  July  17, 
1974,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  postponed  to 
September  17,  1974,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

MC-4963  Sub  46,  Alleghany  Corp.,  d.b.a. 

Jones  Motor,  application  is  dismissed. 
MC-C-7901,  North  American  Van  Lines, 
Inc. — Investigation  and  Revocation  of  Cer¬ 
tificates,  now  assigned  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  July  23,  1974,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Is 
postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC-128215  Sub  16,  Martin  Trailer  Toters, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing  Septem¬ 
ber  4,  1974  (3  dayB) ,  at  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16017  Filed  7-11-74:8:46  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

July  9,  1974. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
•with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  July  29, 1974. 

FSA  No.  42845 — Chemicals  between 
points  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  and  Michi¬ 
gan;  also  Louisiana  and  Texas  to  Sarnia, 
Ontario,  Canada.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-471),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  chemi¬ 
cals,  in  tank-car  loads,  as  described  in 
the  application,  between  points  in  Loui¬ 
siana  and  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Bay  City  and  Midland,  Michigan,  on  the 
other;  also  from  points  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas,  to  Sarnia,  Ontario,  Canada. 

Grounds  for  relief— Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  12  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff  12-1, 


I.C.C.  No.  5132.  Ratos  are  published  t< 
become  effective  on  August  4,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16018  Filed  7-ll-74;8:48  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  PROPERTY 
CARRIERS 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
July  8,  1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  rules  (49 
CFR  1065(a) ),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  July  22,  1974.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-2860  (Sub-No.  E62),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  57  Westpark  Avenue, 
Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jacob  P.  Billig,  1126  16th 
Street  NW.,  Suite  300,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities,  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  ,  between  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  34  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  224,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  224  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  54,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  54  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  63, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  63  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  36,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  36  to  junction 
U.S.  Alternate  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Alternate  Highway  20  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  16,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  16  to  Lake  Erie,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Delaware  and  that  part  of  Maryland 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  1,  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  District  of  Columbia- 
Maryland  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  Maryland  High¬ 


way  450,  thence  along  Maryland  High¬ 
way  450  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  and 
west  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Wilmington,  Del. 

No.  MC-2860  (Sub-No.  E64) ,  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  57  Westpark  Avenue, 
Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jacob  P.  Billig,  1126  16th 
Street  NW.,  Suite  300,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  ,  between  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Delaware  on  and  south 
of  Delaware  Highway  273.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Wilmington,  Del. 

No.  MC-2860  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  57  Westpark  Avenue, 
Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jacob  B.  Billig,  1126  16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  ,  between  points  in  that  part  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  442, 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  100, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  100 
to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  309, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  309 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  220,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Maryland  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  1,  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  District  of  Columbia-Mary- 
land  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  junction  Maryland  Highway 
450,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway  450 
to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  and  west  of  the 
Chesapeake  Bay.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del. 

No.  MC-11207  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  20, 1974.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  C.  N.  Knox 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier ,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel,  and  iron  and  steel 
articles  (except  commodities  because  of 
size  and  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to 
points  in  Kentucky,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  fil- 
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ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-15641  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  DEMARIO 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  144  Raff 
Road  SW„  Canton,  Ohio  44710.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  R.  Stiver- 
son,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  points  in  Stark  County, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 

( 1 )  points  in  Connecticut,  Georgia,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Minnesota, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin  [points 
in  Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio],*  and  (2) 
points  in  New  Jersey  [points  in  Lorain 
County,  Ohio].*  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-16831  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  MID  SEVEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2323 
Delaware  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  900  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Structural  steel,  steel  forgings,  steel 
sheets,  strips,  and  plates,  steel  lathing 
and  grounds,  wrought  pipe,  iron  and  steel 
bolts,  and  nuts,  steel  washers,  steel 
forms  used  and  unused  for  concrete  con¬ 
struction,  steel  tubing ,  steel  rings,  rough, 
reinforced  bars,  steel  stampings,  steel 
bars,  round  and  flat,  steel  wire,  steel 
rivets,  steel  welding  rods,  and  steel 
screws  (except  those  which  by  reason 
of  their  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment  or  special  han¬ 
dling),  from  the  plant  sites  and  ware¬ 
houses  of  the  Kankakee  Electric  Steel 
Company,  Swanson  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Jones  and  McKnight,  Inc.,  in 
Kankakee  County,  Ill.,  to  points  in  South 
Dakota,  Kansas  (except  Cherokee 
County) ,  and  those  in  Minnesota  in  and 
west  of  the  following  counties:  Lake  of 
the  Woods,  Beltrami,  Cass,  Crow  Wing, 
Mille  Lacs,  Sherburne,  Wright,  Carver, 
Scott,  Rice,  Steele,  and  Freeborn;  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  plant 
sites  and  warehouses  specified.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-16831  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  MID  SEVEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2323 
Delaware  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  900  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Structural  steel,  steel  forgings,  steel 
sheet,  strips,  and  plates,  steel  lathing 
and  grounds,  wrought  pipe,  iron  and  steel 
bolts,  and  nuts,  steel  washers,  steel 
forms  used  and  unused  for  concrete  con¬ 
struction,  steel  tubing,  steel  rings,  rough, 
reinformed  bars,  steel  stampings,  steel 
bars,  round  and  flat,  steel  wire,  steel 


rivets,  steel  welding  rods,  and  steel 
screws  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  in  Putnam  County,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  South 
Dakota,  and  points  in  Minnesota  in  and 
west  of  Lake  of  the  Woods,  Beltrami, 
Cass,  Crow  Wing,  Mille  Lacs,  Sherburne, 
Wright,  Carver,  Scott,  Le  Sueur,  Waseca, 
and  Faribault  Counties,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destinations.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-59934  (Sub-No.  El) ,  filed  May 
28,  1974.  Applicant:  MAIN  TRUCKING 
&  RIGGING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  236, 
Elmwood  Park,  N.J.  07407.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  D.  Traub,  10 
East  40th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10016. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel,  structural  steel,  building  materials, 
exhibits,  displays,  and  advertising  mat¬ 
ter,  machinery,  and  electrical  appli¬ 
ances,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  (1)  between  points 
in  Pennsylvania  within  75  miles  of  Tren¬ 
ton,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Rhode  Island;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Bucks,  Chester,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Montgomery,  and  Philadelphia 
Counties,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  81; 
(3)  between  points  in  Lehigh  County, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Nassau, 
Suffolk,  and  Westchester  Counties, 
N.Y.;  (4)  between  points  in  Monroe 
County,  Pa.,  within  75  miles  of  Trenton, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Atlantic,  Cape  May,  Cumber¬ 
land,  and  Salem  Counties,  N.J.;  and  (5) 
between  points  in  Berks,  Lancaster,  and 
Lebanon  Counties,  Pa.,  within  75  miles 
of  Trenton,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Bergen,  Essex, 
Hudson,  Middlesex,  Monmouth,  Morris, 
Passaic,  Somerset,  and  Union  Counties, 
N.J.,  and  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  87. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Trenton,  N.J. 

No.  MC-60186  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  NELSON 

FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  356, 
Rockville,  Conn.  06066.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  Suite 
1032,  Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue  and  13th  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ; 

Proposal  1:  (a)  Between  points  in 
Aroostook  and  Washington  Counties, 
Maine,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland, 


Pennsylvania,  and  Allegany,  Broome, 
Cattaraugus,  Cayuga,  Chautauqua,  Che¬ 
mung,  Chenango,  Columbia,  Cortland, 
Delaware,  Dutchess,  Erie,  Genesee, 
Greene,  Livingston,  Madison,  Monroe, 
Niagara,  Oneida,  Onondaga,  Ontario, 
Orange,  Orleans,  Oswego,  Otsego,  Put¬ 
nam,  Rockland,  Schuyler,  Seneca,  Steu¬ 
ben,  Sullivan,  Tioga,  Tompkins,  Ulster, 
Wayne,  Wyoming,  and  Yates  Counties, 
N.Y.,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  (b) 
between  points  in  Maine  (except  points 
in  Aroostook  and  Washington  Counties) , 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Alle¬ 
gany,  Broome,  Cattaraugus,  Chautau¬ 
qua,  Chemug,  Dutchess,  Erie,  Niagara, 
Orange,  Putnam,  Rockland,  Schuyler, 
Steuben,  Sullivan,  Tioga,  Tompkins,  and 
Ulster  Counties,  N.Y„  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  the  filing 
of  this  proposal  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Billerica,  Mass.,  and  points  in 
Fairfield  County,  Conn. 

Proposal  2:  Between  points  in  Connec¬ 
ticut,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maine  and  Belknap,  Carroll, 
Coos,  Rockingham,  and  Stratford  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.H.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  of 
this  proposal  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Billerica,  Mass. 

Proposal  3:  Between  points  in  Ayer, 
Billerica,  Fall  River,  Fitchburg,  Gardner, 
Greenfield,  Lawrence,  Lowell,  Lunen¬ 
burg,  Monroe,  North  Adams,  Pittsfield, 
Sherwsbury,  and  Worcester  County, 
Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania  (except  points  in  Brad¬ 
ford,  Crawford,  Erie,  McKean,  Potter, 
Susquenhanna,  Tioga,  Warren,  and 
Wayne  Counties),  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  of 
this  proposal  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
points  in  Fairfield  County,  Conn. 

Proposal  4:  Between  points  on  and 
west  of  New  York  Highway  112  in  Nassau 
and  Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alle¬ 
gany,  Anne  Arundel,  Baltimore,  Calvert, 
Caroline,  Carroll,  Charles,  Dorchester, 
Frederick,  Garrett,  Howard,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Prince  Georges,  St.  Marys,  Som¬ 
erset,  Talbot,  Washington,  Wicomico, 
and  Worcester  Counties,  Md.,  Adams, 
Allegheny,  Armstrong,  Beaver,  Bedford, 
Blair,  Bradford,  Butler,  Cambria,  Cam¬ 
eron,  Centre,  Clarion,  Clearfield,  Clinton, 
Columbia,  Crawford,  Cumberland,  Elk, 
Erie,  Fayette,  Forest,  Franklin,  Fulton, 
Greene,  Huntingdon,  Indiana,  Jefferson, 
Juniata,  Lawrence,  Lycoming,  McKean, 
Mercer,  Mifflin,  Montour,  Northumber¬ 
land,  Perry,  Potter,  Snyder,  Somerset, 
Sullivan,  Susquehanna,  Tioga,  Union, 
Venango,  Warren,  Washington,  West¬ 
moreland,  and  Wyoming  Counties,  Pa., 
and  Kent  and  Sussex  Counties,  Del.,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Proposal  5:  Between  points  in  West¬ 
chester  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  and  Adams,  Allegheny,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Beaver,  Bedford,  Berks,  Blair, 
Bucks,  Butler,  Cambria,  Cameron,  Cen¬ 
tre,  Chester,  Clarion,  Clearfield,  Clinton, 
Crawford,  Cumberland,  Dauphin,  Dela- 
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ware,  Elk,  Erie,  Payette,  Forest,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Fulton,  Greene,  Huntingdon,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Jefferson,  Juniata,  Lancaster,  Law¬ 
rence,  Lebanon,  Lehigh,  McKean,  Mer¬ 
cer,  Mifflin,  Montgomery,  Northumber¬ 
land,  Perry,  Philadelphia,  Potter,  Schuyl¬ 
kill,  Somerset,  Snyder,  Union,  Venango, 
Warren,  Washington,  Westmoreland, 
and  York  Counties,  Pa.,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  of 
proposals  4  and  5  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  points  In  Fairfield  County,  Conn. 

Proposal  6:  Between  points  in  Belknap, 
Carroll,  Coos,  Hillsborough,  Merrimack, 
Rockingham,  and  Strafford  Counties, 
N.H.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (except  Adams,  Allegheny,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Beaver,  Bedford,  Berks,  Blair, 
Bucks,  Butler,  Cambria,  Cameron,  Car¬ 
bon,  Centre,  Chester,  Clarion,  Clearfield, 
Clinton,  Columbia,  Cumberland,  Dau¬ 
phin,  Delaware,  Elk,  Fayette,  Forest, 
Franklin,  Fulton,  Greene,  Huntingdon, 
Indiana,  Jefferson,  Juniata,  Lancaster, 
Lawrence,  Lebanon,  Lehigh,  Luzerne, 
Lycoming,  Mercer,  Mifflin,  Montgomery, 
Montour,  Northampton,  Northumber¬ 
land,  Perry,  Philadelphia,  Schuylkill, 
Snyder,  Somerset,  Sullivan,  Union,  Ven¬ 
ango,  Washington,  Westmoreland,  and 
York  Counties)  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  of  this 
proposal  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Billerica,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Fairfield 
County,  Conn. 

Proposal  7:  Between  points  in  Belknap, 
Hillsborough,  Merrimack,  Rockingham, 
and  Strafford  Counties,  N.H.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Alle¬ 
gany,  Broome,  Cattaraugus,  Chautau¬ 
qua,  Chemung,  Dutchess,  Orange,  Put¬ 
nam,  Rockland,  Steuben,  Sullivan  and 
Tioga  Counties,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  the 
filing  of  this  proposal  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Billerica,  Mass.,  and  points 
In  Fairfield,  Conn. 

No.  MC-65941  (Sub-No.  E5) ,  filed 
April  10,  1974.  Applicant:  TOWER 

LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6010,  Wheeling, 
W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  V.  Thleroff  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Oil,  grease, 
paper,  roofing,  metal  and  clay  products, 
and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  packing  of  metal  and  clay 
products;  and  (2)  building  stone,  struc¬ 
tural  steel,  heavy  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  In  that  part  of  West 
Virginia  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
Kenova,  W.  Va.,  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  60  to  Charleston,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  the  West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania  State  line,  thence 
along  the  West  Virginia-Pennsylvania 
State  line  to  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  West  Virginia 
Highway  2  to  West  Virginia  Secondary 
Highway  3,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Secondary  Highway  3  to  West  Virginia 
Highway  66,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  66  to  UB.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  West 
Vlrglnla-Ohlo  State  line,  thence  along 
the  West  Virginia- Ohio  State  line  to 


point  of  beginning,  including  points  on 
the  indicated  portions  of  UB.  Highways 
60  and  119,  but  not  on  the  Indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  other  highways  specified  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Ohio,  those  in  West  Virginia,  north  of 
UB.  Highway  60,  and  those  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  west  of  UB.  Highway  219,  includ¬ 
ing  points  on  the  Indicated  portions  of 
the  highways  specified  (except  points  in 
(1)  Lawrence  County,  Pa.,  Ashtabula, 
Trumbull,  Mahoning,  Summit,  Portage, 
Medina,  Lorain,  Cuyahoga,  Lake, 
Geauga,  Columbiana,  Stark,  Wayne, 
Huron,  and  Erie  Counties,  Ohio:  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Butler  County,  Pa.,  and  Ashtabula, 
Trumbull,  Mahoning,  Portage,  Lake,  and 
Geauga  Counties,  Ohio;  (3)  points  In 
Pennsylvania  and  Jefferson,  Morgan,  and 
Berkeley  Counties,  W.  Va.;  (4)  Alle¬ 
gheny,  Armstrong,  Fayette,  Greene, 
Washington,  Westmoreland,  Butler,  and 
Beaver  Counties,  Pa.,  and  Preston 
County,  W.  Va.;  (5)  Allegheny,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Fayette,  Greene,  Washington, 
Westmoreland,  and  Butler  Counties,  Pa., 
and  Hardy,  Grant,  Tucker,  Randolph, 
Barbour,  and  Taylor  Counties,  W.  Va.; 
(6)  Allegheny,  Armstrong,  Fayette, 
Greene,  Washington,  Westmoreland 
Counties,  Pa.,  and  Hampshire,  Up6hur, 
and  Mineral  Counties,  W.  Va.;  (7)  Alle¬ 
gheny,  Fayette,  Greene,  Washington,  and 
Westmoreland  Counties,  Pa.,  and  Lewis 
County,  W.  Va.;  (8)  Fayette,  Greene, 
Armstrong,  and  Westmoreland  Counties, 
Pa.,  and  Pendleton  and  Pocahontas 
Counties,  W.  Va.;  (9)  Fayette,  West¬ 
moreland,  and  Greene  Counties,  Pa.,  and 
Webster,  Greenbrier,  Braxton,  and  Gil¬ 
mer  Counties,  W.  Va.;  (10)  Fayette  and 
Greene  Counties,  Pa.,  and  Nicholas  and 
Calhoun  Counties,  W.  Va.;  (11)  Fayette 
County,  Pa.,  and  Roane  and  Clay  Coun¬ 
ties,  W.  Va.;  (12)  Beaver  County,  Pa., 
and  Mahoning  County,  Ohio;  and  (13). 
Armstrong  County,  Pa.,  and  Ashtabula, 
Mahoning,  and  Trumbull  Counties, 
Ohio).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Bel¬ 
mont,  Jefferson,  and  Columbiana  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio,  within  15  miles  of  the  Ohio 
River,  and  those  in  Hancock,  Brooke, 
Ohio,  and  Marshall  Counties,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-73165  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Applicant:  EAGLE 

MOTOR  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  P.O. 
Box  11086,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles  (except  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  from 
points  in  Arkansas  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  points  in  Virginia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Florence  and  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-74321  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Applicant:  B.  F.  WALKER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  17-B,  Denver,  Colo. 
80217.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  P.  Kissinger  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  Machinery  and 
equipment  used  in,  or  in  connection  with, 
the  discovery,  development,  production, 
refining,  manufacture,  processing,  stor¬ 
age,  transmission,  and  distribution  of 
sulphur  and  its  products,  and  materials 
and  supplies  (except  sulphur)  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with,  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining,  manu¬ 
facture,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 
sion,  and  distribution  of  sulphur  and  its 
products,  between  points  in  Wyoming 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  Louisiana  and  Oklahoma,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  materials  and  supplies  moving 
to  or  from  exploration,  drilling,  produc¬ 
tion,  job,  construction,  and  plant  sites, 
Including  refining,  manufacturing,  and 
processing  plant  or  storage  sites.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-74321  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
May  23,  1974.  Applicant:  B.  F.  WALKER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  17B,  Denver,  Colorado 
80217.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  P.  Kissinger  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
In  connection  with,  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction,  operating, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipe  lines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof  (except 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  of  pipe  In 
connection  with  main  pipe  lines),  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Louisiana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Utah, 
Wyoming,  and  Montana.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2  South  32d 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
blasting  supplies,  from  points  in  Ohio 
and  West  Virginia  to  points  In  Missouri 
both  south  of  U.S.  Highway  36  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  44.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Grafton,  HI. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2  South  32d 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives 
and  blasting  supplies,  between  points  In 
Delaware  north  of  Delaware  Highway 
16,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
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points  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to'  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  within  15  miles  of  both  Allentown 
and  Reynolds,  Pa. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2  South  32d 
Street.  Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives 
and  blasting  supplies,  from  points  in 
Kansas  to  points  in  New  York  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  81.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Wolf  Lake,  HI.,  and  between  the  stor¬ 
age  magazines  of  the  Trojan-U.S. 
Powder,  Division  of  Commercial  Solvents 
Corp..  located  at  the  itnersection  of  West 
Virginia  Highway  62  and  White  Church 
Road  near  Point  Pleasant  (Mason 
County) ,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E45),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2  South  32d 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives 
and  blasting  supplies,  from  points  in 
Montana  to  points  in  West  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Wolf  Lake,  Ill. 

No.  MC-88368  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  15, 1974.  Applicant:  CARTWRIGHT 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave¬ 
nue,  Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  from  points  in 
Kentucky  to  Harlan,  Iowa,  and  points  in 
Iowa  within  15  miles  thereof  (Blooming¬ 
ton,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)*,  points  in  Montana  (Bloom¬ 
ington,  Ill.,  Newton,  Kans.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  points  in  Kim¬ 
ball,  Banner,  and  Cheyenne  Counties, 
Nebr.,  and  points  in  Wyoming)  *,  points 
in  Oregon  (Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  Newton,  Kans., 
and  points  within  15  miles  thereof,  points 
in  Colorado,  and  points  in  Washington 
east  of  the  Cascade  Mountains)  *,  and 
points  in  Washington  (Bloomington,  Ill., 
points  in  Indiana  and  Wyoming,  Harlan, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  15  miles  thereof, 
and  points  in  Kimball,  Banner,  and 
Cheyenne  Counties,  Nebr.)  *,  from  points 
in  Harlan  County,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas  (Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tus- 
cumbia,  Ala.)  *,  points  in  Connecticut 
(points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in  Florida 
(points  in  Georgia  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Waycross,  Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  3  through  Banconton,  Camilla, 


and  Pelham,  to  Thomasville,  Ga.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line  and  thence  along  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  1,  the  point  of  beginning)  *, 
points  in  Illinois  within  100  miles  of  Dan¬ 
ville,  Ill.,  including  Danville  (Blooming¬ 
ton,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  points  in  Iowa  (Bloomington, 
Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles  thereof)  *, 
points  in  Louisiana  (Birmingham,  Ala., 
and  points  within  100  miles  of  Birming¬ 
ham  except  Montgomery,  Ala.)  *,  points 
in  Maine  (points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  points  in  Massachusetts 
(points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in  Mississippi 
(Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  within  100  miles  of  Birmingham 
except  Montgomery,  Ala.)*,  points  in 
New  Jersey  (points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in 
Pennsylvania  (points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio)  *,  points  in  Rhode  Island  (points 
in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  South  Da¬ 
kota  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof  and  Harlan,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof)  *,  points 
in  Vermont  (points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)*,  and  points  in  Wisconsin 
(points  in  Indiana  within  100  miles  of 
Danville,  Ill.,  and  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof)*.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  marked  with  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E207),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
citrus  products,  from  points  in  Florida  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Day¬ 
tona  Beach,  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  4  to  Tampa,  thence  along  Florida 
Highway  60  to  Clearwater,  to  points  in 
Maryland  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  194  to  its  junction  with 
Maryland  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  26  to  Baltimore, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  2  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  the  Mary- 
land-Delaware  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Bridgeton,  N.J. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E619),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 


edible  packinghouse  and  dairy  products, 
eggs,  and  poultry,  from  Moultrie,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E622),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Lexington,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Mississippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Humboldt  or 
Union  City,  Tenn. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E625),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
edible  packinghouse  and  dairy  products, 
eggs,  and  poultry,  from  Moultrie,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  New  York.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E640),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 

MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  dairy  products  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  B  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  20Q  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
Georgia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Iowa 
in  the  Omaha,  Nebr.,  commercial  zone. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E641),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  dairy  products  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  B  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  fil- 
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ing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
in  Iowa  in  the  Omaha,  Nebr.,  commercial 
zone. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E642),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 

61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  plantsites  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  utilized  by  Oscar  Mayer  St 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Madison,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Louisiana,  restricted  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
above-named  plantsites  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Humboldt  or 
Union  City,  Tenn. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E643),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Gainesville,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Montana,  Nevada,  Idaho, 
North  Dakota,  Wyoming,  Washington, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  and  Utah.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee  (except 
Memphis  and  points  in  its  commercial 
zone) . 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E645),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box,  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver.  5299  Roswell 
Rd.,  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  from 
Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Florida  (except 
Pensacola) . 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vegetable  oil,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in.  Kentucky.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantslte  of  Ashland 
Chemical  Co.,  at  Valley  Park,  Mo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E127),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 


PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Phos¬ 
phoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  points  in  South 
Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemical  coal  tar  products,  in  bulk,  from 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Indiana.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantslte  of  Hawkeye 
Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  Clinton,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E129) .  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Minnesota  on  and  north  of  Minnesota 
Highway  14  to  all  points  in  Nebraska  (ex¬ 
cept  those  north  of  U5.  Highway  26 
and  west  of  Nebraska  Highway  61).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Mankato,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E130),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Milton  Junction,  Wise.,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plantslte 
of  Apple  River  Chemical  Co.,  at  E. 
Dubuque,  HI. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  131),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  xm  to 
the  report  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  45,  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  706,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Madison,  Wise.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof  to  points  in  Scott, 
Clinton,  Louisa,  and  Muscantine  Coun¬ 
ties,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rochelle,  Ill., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  132),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Milton  Junc¬ 
tion,  Wise.,  to  points  in  Kansas.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantslte  of  Apple  River 
Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  East  Dubuque, 

hl 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E133),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk, 
from  Madison,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  or 
distribution  terminal  sites  of  Dundee  Ce¬ 
ment  Company,  at  or  near  Rock  Island, 
Hi. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk, 
from  Madison,  Wis.,  to  points  In 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  or 
distribution  terminal  sites  of  Dundee  Ce¬ 
ment  Company,  located  at  or  near  Rock 
Island,  HL 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E645),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.,  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Florida  (except 
Pensacola) . 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E137),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petrochem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Fulton,  HI.,  and  points  within  five  miles 
of  Fulton  to  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plantslte  of  the  Hawkeye  Chemical 
Company  at  or  near  Clinton,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E138),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  animal  feed 
supplements,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Morrill,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Lea, 
Roosevelt,  and  Curry  Counties,  N.  Mex. 
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The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Leoti,  Kans. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E139),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Milton  Junc¬ 
tion,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Nebraska.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantsite  of  Apple  River 
Chemical  Company  at  or  near  East 
Dubuque,  I1L 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
Kaneb  Pipeline  terminal  near  Geneva, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E141),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petrochem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Fremont,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E142),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Minnesota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  terminal  of  Kaneb  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  at  or  near  Milford,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  nitrogen  fertilizer  solution, 
and  aqua  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Tonkawa,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota  (except  points  south  of 
North  Dakota  Highway  23  and  west  of 
North  Dakota  Highway  8) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Military,  Kans. 


No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  144) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Wyoming.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Nebraska  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  83. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  145),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia  and  fertilizer  solutions,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  dry  fertilizer, 
from  the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of 
Nitrin,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cordova,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Cominco  Products,  Inc., 
about  6  miles  northwest  of  Beatrice, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E146) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Phosphatic 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles.  from  Marseilles,  HI.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Savage, 
Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  148) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  An¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  from  Seneca, 
HI.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  and  (b) 
nitrogen  fertilizer  solution,  liquid  fertil¬ 
izer,  and  liquid  fertilizer  materials,  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  F.  S.  Royster 
Guano  Company  at  or  near  Seneca,  HI., 
to  points  in  North  Dakota.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Ft.  Madison,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  147),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitrogen 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Marsailles,  HI.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  the  Royster  Company  at 
or  near  St.  Paul,  Minn. 


No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E149),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309,  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from  Tulsa,  Okla., 
to  points  in  Montana.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Sidney,  Nebr.  and  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E150),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Vegetable 
oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  north  of 
Minnesota  Highway  14  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Mankato, 
Minn,  and  the  plantsite  of  Archee- 
Daniels-Midland  Company  at  or  near 
Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  156) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitrogen 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Amoco 
Chemicals  Corporation  located  approxi¬ 
mately  six  miles  southwest  of  Joliet,  HI., 
to  points  in  North  Dakota.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  storage  facilities  of  the  Royster 
Company  at  or  near  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  157) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  the  Armour  Agricultural  Chemical 
Company,  located  at  or  near  Selma,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Mex-edosia,  Ill. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E158),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Iowa  east  of  U.S.  Highway  65 
to  points  in  Schuyler,  Scotland,  Clark, 
Adair,  Knox,  Lewis,  Marlon,  Shelby, 
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Macon,  Ralls,  and  Monroe  Counties,  Mo. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ft.  Madison,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E159),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Check  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Clear  Lake, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  10  miles  thereof 
to  points  in  South  Dakota  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  16.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Marshall,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E161),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  desribed  in  Appendix  XHI 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Clear  Lake, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  10  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  North  Dakota.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  terminal  of  Kaneb  Pipeline  Co., 
at  or  near  Le  Mars,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E162),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Hydrazine 
mix,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
White  Sands  Missile  Range,  N.  Mex.,  to 
points  in  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  Rocky  Mountain  Arsenal  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E164),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  Rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
(except  those  derived  from  petroleum  and 
except  liquid  oxygen,  liquid  hydrogen, 
and  liquid  nitrogen) ,  from  Port  Neal  In¬ 
dustrial  Complex,  and  Big  Soo  Terminal, 
and  the  plantsite  of,  and  warehouses  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Terra  Chem¬ 
icals  International,  Inc.,  American 
Cyanamid  Company,  and  Monsanto 
Company  located  In  Woodbury  County, 
Iowa  and  Dakota  County,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E165),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 


Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  ingredients,  from  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Welcome,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  166),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  animal  food 
and  liquid  animal  food  supplements,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from  the  plants 
and  storage  facilities  of  Allied  Chemical 
Corporation  at  or  near  La  Platte  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Leoti,  Kans. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  167),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  animal  feed 
supplements,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Morrill,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Leoti,  Kans. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E  168) ,  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer,  In 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Nebraska 
City,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Kentucky.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Ft.  Madison,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E170),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  hydra¬ 
zine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Salt- 
ville,  Va.  to  points  in  Utah.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  site  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Ar¬ 
senal  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E171),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  hydra¬ 
zine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Salt- 
ville,  Va.  to  points  in  Wyoming.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  site  of  the  Rocky  Mountain 
Arsenal  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E172),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 


PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  ferti¬ 
lizer  from  Burlington,  Iowa  to  points  in 
Minnesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Mason 
City,  Webster  City,  and  Clinton,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E173) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Burlington,  Iowa  to  points  in  Missouri 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  65.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Ottumwa,  Iowa  and  points  within  a  15 
mile  radius  thereof. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E175),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Wausau, 
Wise.,  to  points  in  Iowa  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  218.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
site  of  the  Pipeline  Terminal  of  Williams 
Brothers  at  or  near  Rochester,  Minn. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E292) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check,  Attorney  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Hydrofluosilicic  acid,  in  bulk,  from  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Indiana.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantsite  of  Des  Plaines 
Chemical  Co.,  at  Morris,  Ill. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E293),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check,  Attorney  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
chemicals  (except  those  derived  from 
petroleum) ,  in  bulk,  from  Denver,  Colo., 
to  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Cowles  Chemical  Co.,  at 
Joliet,  HI. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E294) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  135— FRIDAY,  JULY  12,  1974 


23724 


NOTICES 


regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  those  derived  from  petro¬ 
leum),  in  bulk,  from  Denver,  Cok>„  to 
points  in  Indiana.  'The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Cowles  Chemical  Co.,  at 
Joliet,  Ill. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E295),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  855, 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Check,  Attorney  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
chemicals  (except  those  derived  from 
petroleum) ,  in  bulk,  from  Denver,  Colo., 
to  points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  (except  Grand  Rapids  and 
Kalamazoo.  Mich.,  and  their  Commercial 
Zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  plantsite  of  Cowles  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  at  Joliet,  HI. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  13, 1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  AND 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3385  Airways 
Blvd.,  Memphis,  Term.  38116.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  A.  Fischer 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I,  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Iowa  Beef  Packers, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Eknporia,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Texas  east  and  south  of  the 
eastern  and  southern  boundaries  of  Har¬ 
rison,  Rusk,  Cherokee,  Houston,  Madi¬ 
son,  Grimes,  Waller,  Port  Bend,  and 
Brazoria  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  & 
SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3385 
Airways  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38116. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  A. 
Fischer  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I,  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Swift  and  Company 
at  St.  Charles,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Texas  east 
of  the  eastern  boundaries  of  Cooke,  Den¬ 
ton,  Dallas,  Ellis,  Navarro,  Freestone, 
Leon,  Madison,  Grimes,  Waller,  Fort 
Bend,  and  Brazoria  Counties,  Tex.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Swift  and  Company  at  St. 
Charles,  I1L  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 


to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Shreveport, 
m. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  AND 
SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3385 
Airways  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38116. . 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  A. 
Fischer  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Paper  bags  and  wrapping 
paper,  from  the  facilities  of  the  St.  Regis 
Paper  Company  at  Cantonment,  Fla.  to 
points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Crossett, 
Ave. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
AND  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3385  Airways  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn, 
38116.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  A.  Fischer  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Preserved  food 
products,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
Pike  and  Spalding  Counties,  Ga.  to 
points  in  Texas  in  and  south  of  Deaf 
Smith,  Randall,  Swisher,  Briscoe,  Mot¬ 
ley,  Cottle,  Ford,  Knox,  Throckmorton, 
Stephens,  Palo  Pinto,  Parker,  Tarrant, 
Dallas,  Ellis,  Henderson,  Cherokee,  Wa- 
cogdochee,  San  Augustine,  and  Sabine 
Counties.  Tex.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ville 
Platte,  La. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
AND  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3385  Airways  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38116.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  A.  Fischer  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products,  as  described 
in  Section  A,  Appendix  I,  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles), 
in  Vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  6t  Louis,  Mo,  to 
points  in  Texas  east  and  south  of  Cass, 
Morris,  Titus,  Franklin,  Hopkins,  Hunt, 
Collin,  Dallas,  Navarro,  Ellis,  Freeston, 
Leon,  Madison,  Grimes,  Waller,  Fort 
Bend,  and  Brazoria.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
AND  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3385  Airways  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38116.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  A.  Fischer  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certiflicates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 


equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Wilson  and  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Cherokee,  Iowa  to  points  in  Texar¬ 
kana,  Tex.,  and  that  part  of  Texas  east 
and  south  of  the  eastern  and  southern 
boundaries  of  Bow*€,  Morris,  Titus, 
Franklin,  Wood,  Van  Zandt,  Henderson, 
Free  tone,  Leon,  Madison,  Grimes, 
Walker,  Fort  Bend,  and  Baraoria  Coun¬ 
ties,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Wilson  and  Co.,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Cherokee,  Iowa.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
AND  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3385  Airways  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38116.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  A.  Fischer  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Missouri  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Phelps  City,  Mo„  to  point*  in  Texas  east 
and  south  of  the  eastern  and  southern 
boundaries  of  Marion,  Upshur,  Wood, 
Van  Zandt,  Henderson,  Freestone,  Leon, 
Madison,  Grimes,  Waller,  Fort  Bend,  and 
Brazoria  Counties.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E97),  filed 
May  5.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sfaeils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut  on  and  east  of  Connecticut 
Highway  8  to  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  and 
points  in  that  portion  of  West  Virginia 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  West  Virginia  Highway  16, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  16 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  77, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  77  to 
the  West  Vlrginia-Virglnia  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E175),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  poultry,  frozen  seafood,  and 
frozen  fruits  and  vegetables,  from  points 
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in  Delaware,  Maryland  (except  Pocomoke 
City,  Cambridge,  and  Crisfield)  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  east  of  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  and  south  of  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  and  Deleware  Canal,  to  Burling¬ 
ton,  Vt.,  and  points  in  those  portions  of 
Vermont  and  New  Hampshire  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Maine- 
New  Hampshire  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction 
Vermont  Highway  15,  thence  along  Ver¬ 
mont  Highway  15  to  Lake  Champlain. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-1 13843  (Sub-No.  E177),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  from  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  and  that  part  of  Maryland  (except 
Pocomoke  City,  Cambridge,  and  Cris- 
field)  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
south  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware 
Canal  to  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Missouri- Arkansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  30,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  30  to  the  Arkansas- 
Texas  State  line,  points  in  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin  on  and  north  of  US.  Highway  10. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Westfield,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-1 13843  (Sub-No.  E181),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  potatoes,  and  potato  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Presque  Isle,  Easton,  and 
Portland,  Me.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Athens, 
Pa.  and  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-1 13843  (Sub-No.  E275),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  Hampton,  Va.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Vermont  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  2.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-1 13843  (Sub-No.  E276),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 


Frozen  foods,  from  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  to  points  in  that  part  of  Vermont  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  2.  *I7»e  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-1 13843  (Sub-No.  E232),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables,  and 
frozen  vegetable  products,  from  Houlton, 
Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine  to  points 
in  Missouri,  Wisconsin,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Tennessee  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  65.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Syracuse,  N.Y.  and  Detroit,  Mich,  (via 
Canada) . 

No.  MC-1 13843  (Sub-No.  E233),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant :  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables,  and 
frozen  vegetable  products,  from  Houlton, 
Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine  to  Chicago, 
HI.,  Green  Bay,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and 
points  in  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Syracuse, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E234),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fish,  from  Portland,  Rock¬ 
land,  and  Boothbay  Harbor,  Maine  to 
points  in  Missouri  and  those  in  that  part 
of  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  65.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E236),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  points 
in  Maine.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E237),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 


meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Fostoria,  Ohio  to  points  in 
Maine.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E238),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  from  Piqua,  Ohio  to  points 
in  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E239),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Columbus,  Ohio  to  points 
in  Massachusetts.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E272),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foodstuffs,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  2. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E273),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foodstuffs,  from  Havre  de 
Grace.  Md.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Hampshire  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  2.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Syracuse, 
N.Y.  \ 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E274),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Richmond,  Va., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Vermont  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  2.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E277),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum- 
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mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  Vermont  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  2.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Syracuse, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E278),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foodstuffs,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Vermont 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  2.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Syracuse,  N.V. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E279),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits  and  berries,  and  frozen 
fruit  and  berry  concentrates,  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Rio  Grande  River  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  277  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction  Texas  High¬ 
way  349,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
349  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  El¬ 
mira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E280),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Minnesota  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa-Minnesota 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  60,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
60  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
12  to  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Le  Roy,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E281),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Hampton  and 


Richmond,  Va.,  to  points  In  Vermont. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E282),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Vermont  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  2.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E283),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Richmond,  Va., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  New  Hampshire 
on  and  north  of  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  11.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E284),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
Hampton,  Va.,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Hampshire  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E285),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Richmond,  Va., 
to  North  Adams  and  Williamstown, 
Mass.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E286),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  food,  from  Huntington,  W. 
Va.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusets,  Vermont,  Rhode  Island, 
and  New  Hampshire.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E287),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 


Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Michigan-Wisconsin 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  26, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  26  to 
Lake  Superior.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E288),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Hamp¬ 
ton  and  Richmond,  Va.,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  points  in  that  part  of  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wis- 
consin-Michigan  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  26  to  Lake  Superior. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E289),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  Cincinnati, 
Martins  Ferry,  Cleveland,  Postoria, 
Piqua,  Sandusky,  and  Columbus,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E290),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fresh,  cooked,  preserved, 
salted,  and  smoked  meats,  from  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Cleveland,  Fostoria,  Piqua,  San¬ 
dusky,  Columbus,  and  Martins  Ferry, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Rhode  Island.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E291),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dairy  products,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  from  Cleveland. 
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Ohio,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Illinois 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  51.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E292) ,  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dairy  products,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  from  Toledo,  Ohio, 
to  East  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and  Quincy,  Ill. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E294),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Preserved  foodstuffs  (ex¬ 
cept  frozen  foods,  dairy  products,  candy, 
confectionery,  and  liquid  foodstuffs,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Covington, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  and  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Milton,  Pa. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E295) ,  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  from  Cincinnati, 
Cleveland,  Fostoria,  Piqua,  Sandusky, 
Columbus,  and  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio,  to 
Cambridge,  Mass.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E296),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined .  by  the 
Commission,  from  Cincinnati,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Fostoria,  Piqua,  Columbus,  San¬ 
dusky,  and  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio,  to 
Stoneham,  Mass.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rochester.  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E304),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  described  in  Section 


A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 

61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  liquid  com¬ 
modities,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Brockport,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E305),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits  and  frozen  vegetables, 
from  Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna, 
Maine,  to  Williamsburg,  Va.,  Springfield, 
HI.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Kenosha,  Wis.,  Kan¬ 
sas  City  and  Vinita  Park,  Mo.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  306),  filed 
May  13,  1974:  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables,  and 
frozen  vegetable  products,  from  Houl¬ 
ton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
LeRoy,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  307),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  fruits,  frozen  vegetables,  and 
frozen  vegetable  products  (except  ba¬ 
nanas  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna,  Maine 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  and 
West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E308),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fresh,  cooked,  preserved, 
salted,  and  smoked  meats,  from  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  to  points  in  Connecticut.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E309) ,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 


to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fresh,  cooked,  preserved, 
salted,  and  smoked  meats,  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  to  points  in  Connecticut.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  316),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  vege¬ 
tables,  and  frozen  vegetable  products, 
from  Houlton,  Caribou,  and  Corinna, 
Maine  to  Springfield,  HI.,  Louisville,  Ky., 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Sioux  City,  and  Daven¬ 
port,  Iowa,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Virginia  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  250  to  Richmond,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  318),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  from  Fostoria,  Ohio  to 
points  in  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  319),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio  to  point  in  Ver¬ 
mont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  320),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E  321),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
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(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fresh  cooked,  preserved,  salted,  and 
smoked  meats,  from  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Connecticut  on 
and  north  of  U  S.  Highway  44.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-116273  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
May  24,  1974.  Applicant:  D  &  L  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie  Ave., 
Cicero,  Ill.  60650.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  R.  La  very  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Acids,  chemi¬ 
cals,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients 
(except  cryogenic  liquids),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  Flexi-Flo  Termi¬ 
nals  of  Penn  Central  Transportation 
Company  at  Hammond,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  movement  by  rail.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Apple  River 
Chemical  Company  at  or  near  Niota,  Ill. 

No.  MC-1 19531  (Sub-No.  E75),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wood  pulp  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  pulpboard  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  points  in  Missouri  and  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky -Indiana  State  line 
at  Hawesville,  and  extending  south  along 
Kentucky  Highway  69  to  Hartford, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  and  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  the  Kentucky -Tennessee  State 
line,  to  Circleville,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Weyer¬ 
haeuser  Company  at  Columbus,  Ind. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products,  (1)  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Weyer¬ 
haeuser  Company  at  Columbus,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  West  Virginia;  and  (2)  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Weyer¬ 
haeuser  Company  at  Columbus,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  (except  points  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  Knox¬ 
ville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  129  to 
the  Tennessee-North  Carolina  State 
line).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  (a)  Circleville, 
Ohio  for  (1)  above,  and  (2)  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  for  (2)  above. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E81),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 


INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wood  pulp  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  pulpboard,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Oswego  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  57  to 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  220,  to  Carthage,  Ind.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Coshocton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass  containers,  from  Dolton,  HI., 
to  points  in  Missouri  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  70,  and  points  In 
Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
and  warehouse  sites  of  Midland  Glass 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Terre  Haute, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  cartons  (pulpboard),  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Anchor  Hocking  Glass  Corporation  at  or 
near  Gurnee,  HI,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
(2)  paper  cartons  (pulpboard) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Anchor  Hocking  Glass  Corporation  at  or 
near  Gurnee,  HI.,  to  points  in  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania;  and  (3) 
boxes  (pulpboard) ,  knocked  down,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Anchor  Hocking  Glass  Corporation  at  or 
near  Gurnee,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ohio  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  at  East  Liverpool,  Ohio, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
Canton,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62 
to  Millwood,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  the  Ohio- Indiana  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  (a)  Ft  Wayne, 
Ind.,  for  (1)  above;  (b)  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind. 
and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  for  (2)  above;  and 
(c)  Anderson,  Ind.,  for  (3)  above. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E84),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  containers  and  metal  con¬ 
tainer  ends  when  shipped  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facility  of  Crown  Cork  &  Seal  Company, 


Inc.,  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Colorado, 
Kansas,  and  Texas.  The  purpose  of  thin 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  I1L 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16003  Filed  7-H-74;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  119] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  11,  1974. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b) ,  206(a) ,  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  July  31,  1974. 
Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such 
a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75018.  By  order  of  July  5, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Gale  Webb,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Viking  Line,  Joplin,  Mo.,  of  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-54589  Sub  6  issued 
June  18, 1947,  to  Duane  Goodhope,  doing 
business  as  Kansas  Coach  line,  Joplin, 
Mo.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press,  mail,  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle,  between  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  Galena, 
Kans.  Richard  M.  Webster,  Esq.,  Myers, 
Webster  and  Perry,  attorney  for  trans¬ 
feree,  112  North  Webb  Street,  Webb  City, 
Mo.  64870. 

No.  MC-PC-75164.  By  order  of  July  3, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Joseph  Riccardi,  Staten 
Island,  N.Y.,  of  Permit  No.  MC-136863 
Sub  1  issued  July  16,  1973,  to  J.  C.  P. 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  Staten  Island,  N.Y.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  door 
frames,  doors,  and  elevator  cabs,  from 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  New  York, 
Virginia,  Delaware,  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Ohio,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Morton  E.  Kiel, 
practitioner,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048. 

No.  MC-FC-75179.  By  order  of  July  3, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Comet  Moving  and  Stor¬ 
age,  Inc.,  Topeka,  Kans.,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC-40555  issued  December  3,  1971, 
to  Merchants  Moving  and  Storage,  Inc, 
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Topeka,  Kans.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  household  goods  between 
Topeka,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Missouri.  Arthur  A. 
Glassman,  Esq.,  714  Capitol  Federal 
Building,  7th  and  Kansas  Avenue,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16024  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


(Notice  120] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  12, 1974. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR 
Part  1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  August  1,  1974. 
Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such 
a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75049.  By  order  of  July  8, 
1974  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Frank  Malatesta,  doing 
business  as  Frank  Malatesta  Moving  & 
Storage  Co.,  Paterson,  N.J.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cates  Nos.  MC-128213  and  MC-128213 
Sub  3  issued  April  17,  1967,  and  April  20, 
1970,  respectively,  to  T.  Lindsay  Mov¬ 
ing  &  Storage,  Inc.,  Paterson,  N.J., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  bi¬ 
cycles,  trunks,  and  duffle  bags  between 
Milford,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey;  and  bi¬ 
cycles,  trunks,  and  duffle  bags  between 
Milford  and  Lake  Como,  Pa.  Robert  J. 
Gallagher,  Esq.,  Brodsky,  Linett  &  Alt¬ 
man.  1776  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10019. 

No.  MC-FC-75064.  By  supplemental 
order  entered  July  8, 1974  the  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Board  approved  the  transfer  to  Wil¬ 
liam  A.  Long,  Inc.,  Bealeton,  Va.,  of  the 
operating  rights  set  forth  in  Permit  No. 
MC-134129  (Sub-No.  6) ,  issued  May  24, 
1974,  to  William  A.  Long,  Inc.,  Bealeton, 
Va.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
plastic  articles,  from  Remington,  Va.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  the  United  States 
(except  Virginia) ,  in  and  east  of  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Min¬ 
nesota;  and  materials,  supplies,  and 
equipment,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
plastic  articles,  from  points  in  the  desti¬ 
nation  territory  above  to  Remington,  Va., 


restricted  to  transportation  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Remington  Plastics,  Inc., 
of  Remington,  Va.  Daniel  B.  Johnson, 
1123  Munsey  Building,  1329  E  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75218.  By  order  of  July  8, 
1974  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Bernard  J.  Wilson  and 
Sandra  M.  Wilson,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  Ponek  Movers,  Bellows  Falls, 
Vt.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC-81957  issued 
October  17,  1967,  to  Stefan  P.  Ponek  and 
Elizabeth  M.  Ponek,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  Ponek  Movers,  Bellows  Falls, 
Vt.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
household  goods  between  points  in  spec¬ 
ified  parts  of  Vermont  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  between  Keene, 
N.H.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York, 
and  New  Jersey.  Edward  M.  Goutas, 
Esq.,  P.O.  Box  170,  Bellows  Falls,  VT 
05101.  * 

No.  MC-FC-75252.  By  order  entered 
July  8,  1974  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  D.C.  Transport, 
Inc.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  of  the  operating 
rights  set  forth  in  Certificate  of  Regis¬ 
tration  No.  MC-120750  (Sub-No.  1),  is¬ 
sued  May  12,  1970,  to  Toddman  Trans¬ 
port  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  evidencing  a 
right  to  engage  in  operations  in  the 
transportation  of  articles  of  iron,  steel 
and  other  metals  or  materials,  and  con¬ 
crete  products,  prestressed  or  reinforced, 
with  certain  restrictions,  between  points 
in  Texas.  Clayte  Binion,  1108  Continental 
Life  Bldg.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16030  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8:45  am] 


(Notice  No.  96] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

July  5,  1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67  (49  CFR  1131)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  application  is  published  in 


the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  such 
protests  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protests  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protests  must 
be  specific  as  to  the  service  which  such 
protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  (6) 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be  trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-No.  100  TA),  filed 
June  27,  1974.  Applicant:  HARPER 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  125  Milton  Ave¬ 
nue  SE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30315.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Carlton,  903 
Frank  Nelson  Building,  Brimingham, 
Ala.  35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (with  usual  excep¬ 
tions),  between  Elberton,  Ga.,  and  Cal¬ 
houn  Falls,  S.C.:  From  Elberton,  Ga., 
over  Georgia  Highway  72  to  the  Georgia - 
South  Carolina  State  line,  thence  over 
South  Carolina  Highway  72  to  Calhoun 
Falls,  S.C.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  for  180  days. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  join  the 
authority  sought  above  with  its  present 
authority  held  in  Docket  MC  504  and  effec¬ 
tive  subs  thereto  in  order  to  provide 
through-service  to,  from,  and  between  ter¬ 
mini  of  the  irregular  route  sought  in  this 
proceeding  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  all  of  applican’t  presently  authorized 
service  points.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Harper  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  125  Milton  Avenue 
SE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30316.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  William  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  1252  West  Peachtree  St.  NW., 
Room  309,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  139873  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
June  25,  1974.  Applicant:  JAMES 

PATERSON,  doing  business  as  PATER¬ 
SON  TRUCKING  CO.,  11099  Lyon  Road, 
Delta,  B.C.  V4E  1J4,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  Kargianis,  2120 
Pacific  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  (A)  from 
the  United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  located  at  or  near  Blaine, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Washington  and 
Oregon,  and  (B)  from  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Oregon,  to  points  in  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  at  or  near  Blaine,  Wash., 
and  restricted  to  export  shipments,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS: 
There  are  approximately  8  statements  of 
support  attached  to  the  application, 
which  may  be  examined  here  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field  office 
named  below.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
L.  D.  Boone,  Transportation  Specialist, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu- 
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reau  of  Operations,  6049  Federal  Office 
Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104. 

No.  MC  139935  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
June  25,  1974.  Applicant:  WOLF 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  Ault,  Colo.  80610. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  C. 
Burroughs,  115  First  Street,  Ault,  Cola 
80610.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hides, 
green  and  salted;  sheep  and  cattle  skins 
only,  (1)  from  Eaton,  Colo.,  to  Solomon, 
Kans.;  Laredo,  Dallas,  Amarillo,  and 
Houston,  Tex.;  Portland,  Oreg.;  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.;  Boise,  Idaho;  and  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  and  (2)  from  Solomon,  Kans.,  to 
Eaton,  Colo.;  Dallas,  Laredo,  Amarillo, 
and  Houston,  Tex.;  Portland,  Oreg.; 
Oakland,  Calif.;  Boise,  Idaho;  and  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Ariz.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  John  Rueb  Associates,  Inc., 
Box  301,  Solomon,  Kans.  67480,  and  BI- 
PRO  Co.,  Box  337,  Eaton,  Colo.  80615. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Roger  L. 
Buchanan,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  2022  Federal  Bldg.,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  139937  TA,  filed  June  26,  1974. 
Applicant:  JOHNNY  D.  COBURN  AND 
BILLY  BROWN,  doing  business  as  CO¬ 
BURN  CONSTRUCTION  COMPANY. 
Box  76,  Robinson  Creek,  Ky.  41560.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Johnny  D. 
Cobum  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Steel  pipe, 
between  Ambridge  and  Aliquippa,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Nora, 
Va„  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  David  Fox,  Jr.,  President,  Branch- 
land  Pipe  &  Supply  Company,  Box  486, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25709.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  R.  W.  Schneiter,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  222  Bak- 
haus  Building,  1500  West  Main  Street, 
Lexington,  Ky.  40505. 

No.  MC  139938  TA,  filed  June  27,  1974. 
Applicant:  GLENN  R.  DUSENBERRY, 
2907  Fair  Haven  Avenue,  Muscatine, 
Iowa  52761.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ot¬ 
tumwa,  Iowa  52501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Columbus 
Junction  and  Waterloo,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commercial  zone,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  The 
Rath  Packing  Company,  Sycamore  &  Elm 
Streets,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50703.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Herbert  W.  Allen, 
Transportation  Specialist,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  875  Federal  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  139940  TA,  filed  June  28,  1974. 
Applicant:  RAY  POLLOCK  AND 


ROBERT  POLLOCK,  doing  business  as 
POLLOCK  EQUIPMENT  CO.,  Vail,  Iowa 
51465.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
Pollock  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Crushed  automobile 
bodies,  junk  motors  and  other  scrap 
metals,  ferrous  and  non-ferrous  scrap 
metals,  from  points  in  Iowa  and  points  in 
Nebraska  mi  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
81,  east  in  Illinois  to  Chicago,  north  in 
Minnesota  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 
south  in  Kansas  and  Missouri,  to  Kansas 
City,  and  southeast  to  St.  Louis,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Pollock 
Equipment  Co.,  Vail,  Iowa  51465.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO :  District  Supervisor 
Carroll  Russell,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Suite 
620,  Union  Pacific  Plaza,  110  North  14th 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

Motor  Carriers  op  Passengers 

No.  MC  139936  TA,  filed  June  25, 1974. 
Applicant:  FLEETLINE  CABS,  LTD, 
100  View  Street,  Nelson,  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  Canada.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  Kargianis,  2120  Pacific  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor1 
vehicles,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  (with 
no  intermediate  stops) ,  including  round 
trip  charter  parties,  between  points  in 
Spokane  County,  Wash,  and  the  Inter¬ 
national  Gateway  at  Metaline  Falls, 
Wash,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  (1)  Kokanee  Travel  Agency, 
Ward  Street,  Nelson,  British  Columbia, 
Canada;  (2)  The  Senior  Citizens,  812 
Hendrick  Street,  Nelson,  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  Canada;  (3)  Nelson  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  501  Front  Street,  Nelson, 
British  Columbia,  Canada;  (4)  School 
District  No.  7,  Nelson,  British  Columbia, 
Canada;  and  (5)  City  of  Nelson,  British 
Columbia,  Canada.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  L.  D.  Boone,  Transportation  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  6049  Federal 
Office  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104. 

No.  MC  139939  TA,  filed  June  26, 
1974.  Applicant:  CROWN  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  INC,  44  Essex  Avenue,  Bell- 
mawr,  N.J.  08030.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Herbert  R.  Rambo  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
Bellmawr  and  Deptford,  N.J,  and  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. :  From  North -South  Freeway 
(Deptford)  at  Route  41,  to  Good  Intent 
Road,  to  Westville-Almonesson  Road,  to 
Clements  Bridge  Road,  to  the  N-S  Free¬ 
way  to  the  Creek  Road  exit  in  Bellmawr, 
thence  to  Broad  and  Patterson  Streets 
and  the  Navy  Yard  (both  in  S.  Philadel¬ 
phia),  over  the  Walt  Whitman  Bridge, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  There 
are  various  individual  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application,  which 
may  be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington, 
D  C,  or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 


SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Richard  M. 
Regan,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  428  East  State  Street,  Room  204, 
Trenton,  N.J.  08608. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-16023  Piled  7-11-74:8:45  am] 

[Rev.  SO.  994;  I.C.C.  Order  118,  Amdt.  2] 

CENTRAL  RAILROAD  CO.  OF 
NEW  JERSEY 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  118  (Central  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  of  New  Jersey,  Robert  D.  Timpany, 
Trustee)  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  I.C.C.  Order  No. 
118  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (g) 
for  paragraph  (g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m„  September  30, 1974, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
amendment  shall  become  effective  at 
11:59  p.m.,  June  30,  1974,  and  that  this 
order  shall  be  served  upon  the  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  American  Railroads,  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  it  be  filed  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-16026  Piled  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Rev.  8. 0. 994;  Rev.  I.C.C.  Order  126, 
Amdt.  2] 

PENN  CENTRAL  ET  AL 
Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
I.C.C.  Order  No.  126  (Penn  Central, 
George  P.  Baker,  Robert  W.  Blanchette, 
and  Richard  C.  Bond,  Trustees)  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  Revised  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  126  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (g)  for  paragraph  (g) 
thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  January  15,  1975, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11:59  p.m., 
July  15,  1974,  and  that  this  order  shall 
be  served  upon  the  Association  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Railroads,  Car  Service  Division,  as 
agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing  to  the 
car  service  and  car  hire  agreement  under 
the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and  upon 
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the  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Asso¬ 
ciation;  and  that  It  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  8, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

N  Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-16021  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Rev.  S.O.  994;  I.C.C.  Order  75,  Arndt.  7] 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  RAILWAY  CO. 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  75  (Western  Maryland  Rail¬ 
way  Company)  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  I.C.C.  Order  No.  75 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following  paragraph  (g)  for 
paragraph  (g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  September  30,  1974. 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11:59  p.m., 
June  30,  1974,  and  that  this  order  shall 
be  served  upon  the  Association  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Railroads.  Car  Service  Division,  as 
agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing  to  the 
car  service  and  car  hire  agreement  under 
the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and  upon 
*  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad  Asso¬ 
ciation  ;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal!  R.  D.  Ppahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-16027  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


LIST  OF  INTERMEDIARIES 

July  10, 1974. 

The  provision  of  the  Canons  of  Con¬ 
duct  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  relating  to  Intermediaries  (49 
CFR  1000.735-23)  reads  as  follows: 

Intermediaries.  Members  and  employees  of 
the  Commission  shall  not  recommend  or  sug¬ 
gest  the  use  of  any  nongovernmental  inter¬ 
mediary  (individual,  firm,  corporation,  or 
other  entity)  offering  any  service  as  con¬ 
sultant,  agent  representative,  attorney,  ex¬ 
peditor,  or  specialist  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  in  any  negotiations,  transactions,  or 
other  business  with  or  before  this  Commis¬ 
sion:  Provided,  however,  That  making  avail¬ 
able  general  reference  lists  of  such  nongov¬ 
ernmental  intermediaries,  the  use  of  which 
is  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  this  Canon. 

The  following  is  a  general  reference 
list  of  non-governmental  intermediaries 
in  the  Washington  area  who  regularly 
utilize  the  Commission’s  records  in  the 
Public  Tariff  File  Room  of  its  Bureau  of 


Traffic  and  who  engage  in  rate  work,  the 
preparation  of  tariff  material,  etc. 

The  list  has  been  prepared  solely  for 
the  information  and  convenience  of  the 
public.  It  does  not  constitute  an  endorse¬ 
ment  by  the  Commission,  nor  is  any 
responsibility  for  the  services  rendered 
assumed  by  the  Bureau,  its  officers,  su¬ 
pervisors  or  employees.  Without  desig¬ 
nating  any  intermediary  listed  of  the 
specialized  qualifications  of  any,  the 
entire  list  must  be  made  available. 

C.  B.  Guthrie  Tariff  Bureau,  Inc. 

Suite  300 
1334  G  Street  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20005 
628-6850 

Don  H.  Norman  Assoc.  Inc. 

Suite  1109 

2001  Jefferson  Davis  Hwy. 

Arlington,  Va  22202 

521-5670  » 

Edwards,  William  B. 

7437  Grace  Street 
Springfield  Va  22150 
EX3-1711  (office) 

451-1961  (home) 

The  Traffic  Service  Corp. 

Elizabeth  L.  Bryn,  Mgr. 

Service  Department 
815  Washington  Bldg. 

Washington,  D.C.  20005 
783-7325 
E.  E.  Balducci 
1015  Kennedy  Street 
Falls  Church,  Va  22046 
534-3027 

Nationwide  Traffic  &  Research  Service 
Mrs.  Betty  Thomasson 
General  Mgr. 

P.O.  Box  3537 
3865  Wilson  Boulevard 
Arlington,  Va  22203 
(703)  528-3100 
Snavely,  King  &  Tucker,  Inc. 

Suite  450 

1747  Penn  Ave.  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20006 
466-8135 

Commerce  Law  Services  Inc. 

Suite  450 

1747  Penn  Ave.  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20006 
466-8166 

John  M.  Friedman 
I.C.C.  Practitioner 
2930  Putnam  Ave. 

Hurricane,  W.  Va  25526 
(304)  562-5501 
Associated  Motor  Carriers 
Tariff  Bureau,  Inc. 

W.  A.  Hallman,  Issuing  officer 
1745  University  Ave. 

St.  Paul,  Minn  55104 
(612)  647-0166 
Midwest  Motor  Carriers 
Bureau  Inc. 

2400  NW.  23rd 

Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73107 
(405)  528-7841 

Changes  and  additions  to  the  list  will 
be  considered  upon  request  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  Traffic,  subject  to 
authorization  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-16025  Filed  7-ll-74;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19;  Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Exemption 
No.  80] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  PROVISION  OF 

MANDATORY  CAR  SERVICE  RULES 

It  appearing.  That  there  is  an  emer¬ 
gency  movement  of  military  impedi¬ 
menta  from  Kendaia,  New  York,  to 
Leland,  North  Carolina;  that  the  origi¬ 
nating  carrier  has  insufficient  system 
cars  of  suitable  dimensions  immediately 
available  for  loading  with  this  traffic; 
that  sufficient  cars  of  other  ownerships 
having  suitable  dimensions  are  available 
on  the  lines  of  the  originating  carrier  and 
on  its  connections;  and  that  compliance 
with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2  would 
prevent  the  timely  assembly  and  use  of 
such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  the  Car  Service  Division  of  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads  is 
authorized  to  direct  the  movement  to  the 
Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  John 
F.  Nash  and  Robert  C.  Haldeman, 
Trustees,  the  railroads  designated  by  the 
Car  Service  Division  are  authorized  to 
move  to,  and  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company,  John  F.  Nash  and  Robert  C. 
Haldeman,  Trustees,  is  authorized  to  ac¬ 
cept.  assemble,  and  load  not  to  exceed 
sixty  (60)  empty  cars  with  military  im¬ 
pedimenta  from  Kendaia,  New  York,  to 
Leland,  North  Carolina,  regardless  of 
the  provisions  of  Car  Service  Rules  1 
(b),  2(c),  2(d),  or  2(e), 

Effective:  June  27, 1974. 

Expires:  July  21, 1974. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  27, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-16019  Filed  7-11-74:8:45  am] 


[Rule  19;  Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Fifth  Rev. 
Exemption  No.  22] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  PROVISION  OF 
MANDATORY  CAR  SERVICE  RULES 

It  appearing,  That  there  are  substan¬ 
tial  movements  of  grain  and  grain  prod¬ 
ucts  moving  in  plain,  forty-foot  narrow- 
door  boxcars  between  points  on  the 
following  railroads: 

The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company 1 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company 

St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company 

and  that  unlimited  exchange  of  such  cars 
among  these  railroads  will  increase  car 
utilization  by  reductions  in  switching 
and  other  movements  of  empty  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 


1  Burlington  Northern  Inc.,  eliminated. 
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I.C.C.  R.E.R.  No.  391,  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  XM,  with 
inside  length  44  ft.  6  in.  or  less  and 
equipped  with  doors  less  than  9  feet  wide 
owned  by  any  of  the  aforementioned 
railroads  and  located  empty  on  such 
lines,  may  be  loaded  with  grain  or  grain 
products,  as  defined  herein,  to  stations 
located  on  any  of  the  aforementioned 
railroads.  When  so  loaded,  such  cars  shall 
be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Car 
Service  Rules  1  and  2. 

The  term  grain  and  grain  products 
shall  comprise  the  commodities  specifi¬ 
cally  named  in  Lists  1,  2,  5,  6,  7,  and  8 
published  in  Western  Trunk  Lines 
Freight  Tariff  330-U,  ICC  A-4797,  issued 
by  Fred  Ofcky,  supplements  thereto,  or 
consecutive  issues  thereof. 

Effective:  July  1, 1974. 

Expires:  July  31, 1974. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-16020  Filed  7-1 1-74; 8: 45  am] 
[Rule  19;  Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Second  Rev. 

Exemption  No.  75] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  PROVISION  OF 

MANDATORY  CAR  SERVICE  RULES 

To:  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company,  Chicago,  Rock  Is¬ 
land  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Fort 
Worth  and  Denver  Railway  Company, 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  and 
St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. 

It  .appearing,  That  there  is  a  massive 
harvest  of  wheat  in  progress  in  the  states 
of  Kansas,1  Missouri,1  Oklahoma  and 


1  Addition. 


Texas;  that  present  supplies  of  plain 
boxcars  owned  by  the  railroads  serving 
these  states  are  inadequate  to  move  the 
newly  harvested  grain  to  terminal  ele¬ 
vators  for  safe  storage;  that  use  of  avail¬ 
able  plain  boxcars  owned  by  other  car¬ 
riers  for  movements  of  this  grain  will 
substantially  augment  the  car  supplies 
of  the  railroads  named  herein. 

It  is  ordered,  That  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  the  railroads  named  herein,  and 
their  short  line  connections,  are  hereby 
authorized  to  use  and  to  accept  from 
shippers  shipments  of  grain  originating 
at  stations  located  in  Kansas,1  Missouri,1 
Oklahoma  or  Texas  when  loaded  into 
plain  40-ft.  narrow-door  boxcars  of  vari¬ 
ous  ownerships  without  regard  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Car  Service  Rule  2. 

Exception.  This  exemption  shall  not  apply 
to  plain  boxcars  owned  by  railroads  named 
above  nor  to  cars  subject  to  an  order  of  this 
Commission  requiring  return  to  car  owner. 

Effective:  June  17, 1974. 

Expires:  11:59,  June  30,  1974. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  17, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

TsealI  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

|FR  Doc.74-16028  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  am] 


[Rule  19;  EX  PARTE  No.  241;  Fifth  Revised 
Exemption  No.  10] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  PROVISION  OF 
MANDATORY  CAR  SERVICE  RULES 

July  10, 1974. 

It  appearing.  That  the  railroads  named 
herein  own  numerous  40-ft  plain  boxcars; 


that  under  present  conditions,  there  is 
virtually  no  demand  for  these  cars  on 
the  lines  of  the  car  owners;  that  return 
of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners  would 
result  in  their  being  stored  idle  on  these 
lines;  that  such  cars  can  be  used  by  other 
carriers  for  transporting  traffic  offered 
for  shipments  to  points  remote  from  the 
car  owners;  and  that  compliance  with 
Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2  prevents  such 
use  of  plain  boxcars  owned  by  the  rail¬ 
roads  listed  herein,  resulting  in  unnec¬ 
essary  loss  of  utilization  of  such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the  Offi¬ 
cial  Railway  Equipment  Register,  I.C.C. 
R.E.R.  No.  391,  issued  by  W.  J.  Trezise, 
or  successive  issues  thereof,  as  having 
mechanical  designation  XM,  with  inside 
length  44  ft.  6  in.  or  less,  and  bearing 
reporting  marks  assigned  to  the  railroads 
named  below,  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
provisions  of  Car  Service  Rules  1(a), 
2(a),  and  2(b). 


The  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Robert  D.  Timpany,  Trustee,  Reporting 
Marks:  CNJ. 

Chicago,1  West  Pullman  &  Southern  Rail¬ 
road  Company  Reporting  Marks:  CWP 
(Cars  14050-14100  only) . 

Effective  June  27, 1974,  and  continuing 
in  effect  until  further  order  of  this 
Commission. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  27, 
1974. 


Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 
r  seal  ]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 


[FR  Doc.74-16022  Filed  7-ll-74;8:46  ami 
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